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I. INTRODUCTION 

This report is designed to update m^l^l2 report, Regional Ubrar- 
ies and the Itepository Library Act ol. 1962 . Like, the earlier report 
it is based on an anlaysis of respsiises to a detailed questiopnairte 
which was sent in spring of 1974 to all designated' regional deposi- 
tory 'libraries. Replies were received from 58 libraries; 'However, 
the five libraries which did not respond to this survey had answered 
my earlier questionnaire, and I incorporated some of the data from the 
1972 survey into this report. The questionnaire, (see Appendix A) 
contained 47 items; the 1972 questionnaire contained 49 items. Both 
questionnaires were organized into six sections covering the following 
topics! organization, retention policy, disposal i)olicy, interlibrary 
lean, reference service, and financial support-. Many of the same ques- 
tions appear on both surveys. However, certain questions on the 1972 
survey were later deleted cr modified, or new questions were ad^ied based 
on response to the earlier survey and to recent developments affecting 
the depository library system. 

» 

This report is also based on an analysis of the libraiy literature 
ot the subject of regional depository libraries, and the depository 
library system in general.,^ is also based on my experience as a 
regional depository libr^ian since I967, and on visits ir^de to four- 
teen other regional depositaries from Connecticut to New ..exico. 

The main purpose of this report is to describe how the Superinten- 
dent of Documents and the regional depositories have interpreted and 
implemented those provisions of the Depository Library Act of'a962 
which deal with regional depositaries. , Like the earlier report, it 
•also provides an analysis and status report ef the implementation of 
other major changes *in that landmaiSc legislajtion. 

The e^lier report was prepared in 1972 to coincide with the tenth 
anniversary of the Depository Library Act of 1962. The two years which 
■ have elapsed have seen some significant changes in the world of govern- 
ment documents .and the depository library scene. Activity by profes- 
sional library associations has incre^^sed tremendously at the national i 
•regional, state, and local levels. The (Jovemment Documents Round 
Table (GODORP) was organized in June 1972 at the American Libraiy As- 
sociation (ALA) Annual Conference in Chicago. It has greatly expanded 
the opportunities t6 participate in activities of concerto the pro- 
fession, and has attracted a latge^ gathering of concerned documents 
librarians to the yearly midwinter and annual ALA conferences. It also , 
publishes a newsletter. Documents to the People to keep documents 
librarians- Informed about its activities, and about other significant 
happenings in the world of government documents. The American Asso- 
ciation of Law Libraries established a Gevemment 'Documents Committee 
in 1974. It conducted a workshop at the 1974 Annual Conference, and •• 
has similar plans for the 1975 Conference. The Government Information 
Services Committee continues as an active group in the Special Library- 
ieaJ Association. A number of government documents woricshops have been 
corfeucteS by regional, state, and local associations. 



Meanwhile, significant progress hag ^^en made ,at the Gpvei^ent , 
Printing Offibe. Most of the operations of the Superintendent of 
gSmen?s have moved to new and enlarged queers. -The newly deiignated 
Library and Statutory Distribution Service which la responsible for 
catSSing and indexing activities, and f^ operations^ of the depository 
library program has moved to expanded quarters in Alexandria, Virginia. 
SSSt!S^the Whly catalog was partially automated in early 1974, 
.and it is expected th^F^metime in 1975 prep^tion of thejon^^ 
Catalci will be completely automated from input of cataloging data 
irr'c<^puter terminal to 'composition of final copy by Linotron machine. 
Automated materials handling equipment is being 

iB^proved f^ities, equipment, and techniques are ^^^^^rJ^f ^^^"3 
improve distribution of publications to depository l^^^i^^- ' 
publications operation of the Superintendent of Documents has also 
moved to new ^d expanded quarters. The office Personnel »oved to a 
new office building one ko-ck north of -the old GPO ^jij^^^ ""^"f^^^^. 
Capitol Street. A new warehouse for storing sales stock and processing 
oSers has been leased in nearby Laurel, Maryland, f %P°^"ion of the 
Superintendent of Documents has be$n upgraded to that of Assistant 
l^blirSter. The Public .Documents Department has been reorg^ized, 
with responsibilities decentralized and operations streamlined. \ 

During the past two years, the Public Printer and the Superinten- 
dent oFScuments have made commendable strides in ^P'^^.f °f 
Son Jith the liW community. A .Deposifar 

Public Printer was activated in earOy 1975 and has been quit a active, 
2eti^ at least twice a year. The Superintendent of^^^^^^ 
ducted a woiicshop for regional^depository librarians l^°ll°;J°f 
^ Innual Conference in JJew Yoric City, and has planned a smil^ 
wricSop in connectioh with the 1975 aLA imnual Conference at S^ 
?SSsco7 CTO representatives have also -participated in most GODORT 
SiSs°L.d at ma^ documents woricshops throughout the country. . 

I have again, as a general rule, not identified specific regional 
de^osUo^lS^es, or "librarians.! I ^-reported g^ss ^average 

js^frSpfSxt Se^^riti!: ':^\TZes ^e^c o^r^^^^ 

that it was difficult to analyze or categorize them. i^VO^ ^h.em 
aS qiltHerceptive. I ^ not want them to be ^t/?' ?f 

^v^de idLs to other J---^^^^ ^'Cho'^^^ °fL"J'aJUe 
useful to •ther researchers on tnls topic, wno moor ^-^^^ 

for analysis or citation. 

I should like to thank my fellow regional depository librarians ' 

depositor/ library service for the time expended. 
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II . DEPOSITORY LIBRARY ACT OP I562 



Regional depository libraries were officially authorized by t^ie ■ 
Depository Library Act of 1962, which was approved ^^^^ 9, 1962. 
Sis legislation provided the first major change in depository library 
law ainfe 1922, when a provision in an appropriation act changed all 
dt^sSories t^ selective status.^ They previously had no choice in 
tSSr serections, and to accept all publications distributed by 
the Superintendent of Documents* 

The Depository Library Act of 1962 served to f^ify earlier sep- 
arate legislation into a single law. In addition to authorization for 
Sonil^epositories, it included three other major changes which will 
be discussed briefly in this chapter? 

a. Increased the number of Congressional designations by* 
ea«h Representative and Senator from 1 te 25 ^ ^ 

b Increased the number of depository designations for fed- 
eral libraries fr^ one for each executive. department and each service 
eral libraries ^ executive department and independent agency 
tpfuHa h °s:^S «r-d "add tional depository libraries within 

Visions of tS departments or independent agencies". 

- c Authorized the distribution of non-OPQ P^^lj^f ^"Ij^" 
*v A ^■'.•iJ;^ library program.^ Previously the program had as a prac- 

SLjTatfer^eef "Hili P^^^^^ ^ ^'^^ ^^^^^ 

vision of the Goveiaiment Printi^ig Office. 

Increase in Nmb^rf o_f Cengres6ional Designations .. 

The major.change which the promoters the f^^^^^^ If^Z 
Act of 1962 wished was an inca^ase -a 
gressional designations. The need^f or addlt^ situatien ocoured des- 

claimed to be JJ^, ""^f ^g^^^^ie Sre 126 eSsting vacancies of which 
pite the fact that ^/962 «^re were 1 ^^^^^^ senator- 

117 were congressional d^sx^t^ons J P ^^^^^ies were for 

ial, and 1 territorial delegate). °^^^.fLj,ieg. and one state 

special deaignations: 6 lan^ g^^^^^^ 

library . however, the vacancies ai n ^^^e from the ^ 

^S^^^^^^^^ ^° congressional district.^ 

The number of representatives is limited 'by law to 455- This 
theoretically limits the number of^V^esen^^^^^^^ 

Sii- ^ith SLSrirtS =ion? "^^^^^7 i 

i rfsen^Sives a^d others posing them. ?f :,i-,r:^i^3f tSf " 
drawal of a depository designation involuntarily without cause, 
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„ai3tncti»« may in actual practice rerolt |" f ^^-^f^*^^ ^^.^^ 
handr a previously unused designation may De lost oy sucn 

in the districts ranged from a low °f W'^^^f!" trend 
to a hi* of 1.0X4.460 (28th <»l;f"»i^- ^«^L»ent and redis- 

rs°t^=»^^;s^i"Tat:L^'iiS; ,o..i7, and ■ 

Korth Bakota vith 617.761 population. 

.feanwhile. academe liWes f 'L^fAJ5^=S^:ritoSe3V' 
depositor, Ubrary gS*^?" ^f* J^'^fSa^fJolibSrLs. The Sre- 
April 1974, 745 or 6* of *°*!L^t^„M the location ot aca- 
ation of cow-jnity ooUe^s Sfstatee. at least at the, 

de»ic to^tifW-^-^-^^i^ oolleg^s do not have 

r^iiJhTirrSesrSiX ss-. - — 

^ in metropolitan areas. - ^ 

fl«+horized numWr of congressional 
respite if :^^:rp"aching the critical .Jid 

designations, the situation is ^ere are a number* of li~ 

paradoxicai stage it had in the ^f^^^^^-'nory status biit are 
Wes vhich vdsh, and deserv^ ^J^Sf^ancies in th§ir district - 
Se to due to °^°°/S^!|i^;f jTSen Ls^gnated as deposi- 

and/or state. In 1962. 594 librari^ had ^^.^^^ April. 1974 
tories out of a possible |20^|^ving^l ^^^^^^^ ^^^^3 ,f 

the number of depository libraries ^ ^^^^^g 242 vacancies 

a theoretical Po^^^^^^^^y.^^^^^^gitStions (l? senatorial and 175 
of which 192 are congressional J^^^^^^^ „^Un is understated, 
representative), however, the theoretical „^^^^^ 

particularly with respect *° t^^?'^^^; ^.gaus and divisions df 
ies of independent agencies and of maaor cm-e ^ 

departments and agencies". 

same basic solution has ^een p^Posed ^^^^^ ^J^^J";^, 
was proposed in the .i^JO-s and^adopted 1^^^^^ ^^^^ 
nmber of congressional designations. Otne ^^^^ 
Up<.sed: increase the ^J^^^^^^^^f 3'^^^'i:dividu.r^s needed" 
designations,- and designatelibxar es ^.^^g sponsored by 48 

basis. During the 92d Congress, ^ve ident ^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^^ ^ 
representatives were ^^^^^uced wnicn w ^^^^ ^^^^ 

designations au^;hori7.ed each °o^ff ^ °Sd up their representative 
ThizT six of the ^il^' ^f^^^^^^fe,"::' the bills dled^in conrdttee. 
designations. There were no hearings, ax 
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During the 95d Congi^ss, four bills jvdth the same purpose v»ere again- 

tarings were held, and the bills died com- 



mittee* 



^ A secondaty method proposed to increase the ^^^J 
has been sTJecial designations on a blanket and/or .individual basis. 
S a^d™ Se speS^l desi^tions for era! libraries^^^^^^^^^^ 
ahove. special designations have been authorized by law to state ii 
bS^i s Tr*m the be^nning of the deposito^,?,ibrary system^ and to 
libraries of land grant colleges since 1907. Special legislation has 
been used to designate specific individual libraries, |Y° °^ 
retain depository status based on special legislation. 

The principal group attempting to gain blanket depo^ito^ auth- 
orization by special designation are the law school libraries. Three 
SlS were Introduced in the 92d Congress "°^i2^^f j!^^ 

designations io libraries of accredited law schools. Jj".^^^^^^. 
werTheld.-and these bills died in copanittee. D^3*?'/^t^SflSe 
twTvills were again introduced for the same purpose and met the same 
f^te La::^Si:! thirty law school Ub^^es have obtai^^^^^^^ 
status using congressional designations, all but two of , , ^ 

ThTreason for thei/wanting depository status is f *f J^^^^ 
c^SideSSg tS large amount of legal materials which are distrib-tf 
free to libraries tinder the depository programs However, in 25 cases 

• S law ootZ depository library is located .n ^^J^^^^^^Xde^iS " 
main i^niversity library which is already a f Pf ^^f^nled S 

the designation to a public library whxch-mi^t 

-aer^ the public and provide a wider range materials. 

^iri^Tmy previous report, one categ.ry of ^i^^^J^^^J^^L^^'g" ies 
granted special designation ^^^^o^^rnn^'^c'vP^^lilMs Sle thr 
?v Public Law 92-368, approved August 10, 1572.- In this case xne 
Slf S^s fevoiblfrepoSed out of committee in both houses "i^Joi^ 
heariSs.^^ S a letter to the Senate Committee on Rules and Administra. 
?ISftS; PubSc Printer had expressed no objectioj to ^^is le^- 
tiS However, the legislation set a bad precedent in se^^^^^J^'^^^^^* 
Wh^ the lalwls passefat least four such libraries were already de- . 
^StJries Z of them had used a state llbraxy designation, and 
three others had used congressicnal designations. At least a fifth 
ilhrarv and probably more are in this category. OThe .Maryland State 
l^Z Uts Official .title) which haa used the state library desig- 
natS^^f.r Saiyland is actually the libraiy of the state appellate 

Hawaii, Maine,. Nevada, North Carolina, Ohio, and Texas^ 
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The law apetfifically exempts the state appellate oomj librwiea 
from the r^^vSons oT section 1911. Title 44, U.S. Jode vhich directs 

"depository libraries shall make Goverment publxcatxons av^l^ 
for the free use of the general public, and may dispose of ^Jem after 
* retention for five years. under section 1912 of this title, if the de- 
wioS library is served by' a regional depository". This raises the 
qS^atiS, w^s the purpose of the depository library syster^? The • 
J^i^ is presumably stated in section 1911 •> "to make GoYenmeat 
- Scations available for the free use f^^he general public^^ The 
principle of designation by congressional district is clearly in con 
with this p^ose. The principle of special designation is not. 
iS^ed, in^otS?portion of the law, federal libraries are ejBmpted 
'f^lhe second part of section 1911 ^^-f J^^^vf C^-fs 
pubUcations at any time,o£fering them to ^L, 
S^thrKational Archives.^" In his implementing. .^^ 
' ■ ^rintend^t of Documents declares that "Regional- aiepositpry I^i^^^^^ 
• j^Sdiction oyer the depository libraries in the varjgus agen- 

cies of th^ Ftederal Govemnent within the region they serve". '.Althou^ 
riZ^i ^ibrarierare presumably bound by section 1911> the legislative 

eimant documents available to the people. 

liKllvidual libraries agaili °t< oi of leeislation that 

the key situations «hloh i^f^^^^f A^?^ wS! Two sS=ial hills 
^suited in the ^^^^Jf^J'^t.Z ir^yiiv^l Uhr^ries: 
S4^r?e^n B^^doMaVy.) State Oniversiftr a„d S.420 
oi ieW oftS university of Alals^a at Bimingha^n. Both died in 
coomittee. 

J 4 4-^+ «r >hA hlator' of the Depository Library Aot of 
one odd °f^"'*,lS:'^erd ?or xefoxi of the depositoiT li" 

1962 concerns this matter. -paperwork management" in 

, hrary system arose from ^^^^f ^ Resolution 262, 84th Congress, 

the federal ««^tr"1/^HJaSiKS; tfl^v^^ publications, 
in heakngs on ^'^hrLfeS^tenlS of Scuments hk ;:ecoi,pended 
it was disclosed *h^,*^J,?^P^S^odSced.on behalf of inoividual lir 
disapproval of several bills f^*^?^?*"" °" g^tory status as an exception 
. . . braries by th,ir Con^en to obtai^^^^^^ 

since there wer? no co^^^^^^^^.^t^r"" ! ^e was not against increasing 
superintendent cf D.cuments testified that he was not aga 

the number of depositories on ^P^^^^^^f ^^fhe fel? woSld result 
^ . l^:"Ahalf or Kent state .ni^ersit^ g.J^^tSration.^^ 

• I 
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changes in the depository library system, and *;;%^^^J^;^*,J;:S'^Se ' 
S^h houses. However, it turned out later ?^?.^°i^*^ns 
no representative vacancies in the district in vhich Xent State is 

?ocated,%here was still one f^'^^^fj^f^^^^ 
This was indeed later assigned to Kent State ^^^^l^^^J^"} t^* 
^d it rather than the new representative designation vMoh hecame 
available. The new designation was not taken until 19 fJ- 

A somewhat similar solution of .-peeial designation based on ^di- 
vidual need has been proposed by the ALA Ad Hoc Co^J^^^^^^^gi^;^ • 
Ssitory Librby System. The committee recommended the 
■ Tf a SioLrSpfsitoxy Library, which ^.^.^^^^^^^ 
-would be authorizfed to approve requests ^°^.^d"^°^^^ -tate 
Tpiecemeal basis "as- needed" subject to prior ^P^^^f ^°f^*\^^*er, 
Ub^ agency and the regional ^^^^-^^^l^ ^^r^'^^^^ ' 
this recSmendation cannot be accepted as JvLA policy 
'c^^t^rStte^ Which included this atio^ J^y fsr^^^'ect 

ALA Council at Ihe Annual Conference at New Yj^^ ^^^^74 su^O ^ 
to the f djd.^Cornmendations oyhe^^ ^^^^ ^^.^^ 

detailed study should be made of ^^/SL detailed study was 

"to substantiate the need \™.4rnr?^8^port! ^Sress 

made by the Ad Hoc Committee before submitting J W sySemwith- ' 
is alS reluctant to make major ^^^J^^^^^enf if ^^ve 

out a detailed study. However, a welcome ^evel.pmenx 

SSef C^vi'ew ftltSes ag documents distribution program of 
the Government Printing Office". 

increase in the ^er of Fede^ LibrHZ DgHsitories . 

■ Priolto 1962 -eci^ -f^S^atio^^^^^^ ^^tJ^l^ . 
four service a<Jademies, and JJl^^^fS 1962 authorized speOiftJ 
departments, Beposito^ Libr^ tSLpfndent ^ncy, and "addi- 
designations for ^^^^^^^^f ._-cutive departments an4 indepen- 

tional depository ii^ff ^^^^I^LHS^ nmber does not exceed the 
dent agencies ... trf of tSHepartments and independent 

srcie-s^.-s: 

s^^irtrfrt "^^^^^^^^^ - — 

department libraries has increased to twelve.^ 

* A +Vo+ the number of new depositories for indepen- 
It was expected ttiat the "^''^^ °^ " for maior bureaus or divi- 

dent agencies, and ""^p:^^^ ^encie^w^uld fall . 

sions of executive ^epatrtments and independent ag . ^^^^ 
hetween 25 and 250. As of ^Pril 1974. only^2 ^^..^^^^^ ^^^^^^^.^^ 

lows: independent ^«"°^f^ "i'/Siisio^of independent agencies - 
, departments - 18? '"a^^or buraaus/divisi^s ^ _ ^ pongres- 
: none; major bureaus/dividions of t^^ 

sional libraries are. not, ^^thorized t° J ^^^^ it receives 

5fd^ t.f:^:^X^^'o:s Sp^s^ non-deposltoxy) under 
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section 1718 of Title 44. National Arc^^-«^' ^'i?^*^ 

f^'t^^^IcT^ev^circuit court libraries have, become depositories 
Snce mi: flTe of Sem in i97^. presumably as "i"^^"^-*,,^^"^^^:;- 
S^whill the superintendent of Documents has '^1^ tSa^ be 

^ssible under this provision to 125 "^^^J,^* ^i^y^^Ses^T 
Tmore reasonable- estimate of the number of f^f J^J^'^gS^Se 
take advanta<:e of the provision, it is not an accurate ^^"^ 

it is believed would quality for depository status. 

However the fact that not many fede^l libraries wish to become _ 
deposS:Ss'is':eSe, sinoe this type of depository ^'^^l^^*-"- 

*^biirJ°rihWU'':u^*-?-L^^ 

T'L!^^ w«%mr<?ested that this provision vas designed merely as 

^^iStion from.a central =^e f ^ ttfil^S hear- 

S^s SfteSSfdlS Z S^rsorfofvanting this provision 
ings. He xesxxiiea w ^wio-r +o paailv obtain government 

was to obtain one-stop service in order to eaaioy oo^»ii » 

S^ed*^S ™-.he regular 
SSSStfry-SSry -^^^.f r».~thrto'r SSr^^of 

The superintendent of l^^-!»\= J^^J Sve^rjSisdioUon over 

"IgS^cHrtM^nSrs of L.PeSetal Govern^ 
^:S°iJ?Sn"SrS^of th^ servej. They are "responsible only to 
the Superintendent of Documents". 

• The fact of the matter is that many federal li^^f 

■ :^S;ie?SirtSy°°n2d%u?oS?i^llyTn Sailing list- distribution. 

Non-GPO Publications 

'ihe "non-GPO publications" Provisions of the Repository Library 
of iq62 are incoroorated in sections 1902 and }y^lf /^t +^1" 

.T,^sss .-'i.- ss 
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no»-GPO pubXioationa. However, the breakthioueh ha= not been exploited. 

Unfortujiately the Act oontaina aeveral reatrioUve provisions 
vhioh'SS^s ekotlvenesa. M**-'*^^ tTe ' 
^re«iriSiJir4^:.r:rTr1tSotS g -- 

SafrihitltLt: t^zz^ J 

ate provided a major loophole not to. cooperate. 

The Superintendent of Boouments and the Publio PrintgJ 
been SL^^SSuaiastio about implementing *e P^^; 30=»i^ss 
doing leas than it can 'to get the. program into high gear • """^^^ 

al« has been leas than "ii"-* *° Pf Sf3t*:^^eh:n SMouae 

i^t^p^nri^srat-rt^Lfpsr^^ 

isauiS a^ies and «r? f/^J'-J.^,:??^; .jLi^^J^rtf 
tendent of Documents asked for, and rece.vea a i,u^ of the 

a pilot pro-gram with some Bureau ef ^he Cens^os and Departaent of the 
InLidor (mSy Fish and wndlife f f SS^di! 
1967 several series of Department of Lahor f J^. f !L!t^ and 

S 1968 tentative arrangements with the^P— of ^^^^^ 
Tihrarv of Congress were revealed, and in ly^i wx^ \JZ«m «nn 
SaS7 ^eseXeem3nts n^pr materialized, and the program still 

remsdns in a pil#t status. - ^ 

However, part of the hlame ^^o^^tirK^tt^^Va^? ofihe Mn 
documents librarian community, which after f^f ^il 
throu^ over the yeiy strong objections of the . .^^ 

resourcSin order to add new agencies to the program . 
• There continues to be disagreement over the ^-^^f °^ 

r=-poS^ r atS^ ?¥StlSHTohoI. 

Department of Defense while serving at joint "^^J*^ J^d have 
I believe that librarimis have overestimated their ^^^^.f^J^^^j^^j 
Lder^sILated i^e quantities involved "^^^f ^/f -S'^i^X^Ji: 
control, support for this analysis was ^^^f ^^^J^^^^nSf time 
witness at .the 1962 Senate hearings, Hr. ^^ifco^ttee on 

Public Printer and a fplraer staff member of the Jomx ooincix 
Printing. He stated the problem as follows; 
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I 'iu3t can't imagine the total amount of the number of Ali^f- 
;ions^"uid^e printed by the field printl.^5^stem that^ 
axe talking about here. It is oust ' ^'i; 

' that an evaluation has to be made as to vih^ther there is enougn 
TmaS tS^tremendous effort worldwide in l^^^^^W^^^s 
^Sai^of 2*6^. from the m^m^^ ^empnasi 

mine) 

in 1962 a staff member of ^65% of 

ministration estimated that non-^0 publications 85-9^. 
Tt^^.^^ in 1972 the public P^t- ^ l^^tl^'tSZo^ .ther 
vAich I think is still too low. A difficulty in ^^/^pended or 
estl^es is that they are 

bud^d for printing, and not on the totaj. "^^^ ^liSiing is 

chaxacterized by small runs with ^^^^^ J" title on more 

GPO printing ds ^^^^^-^^^J^fLrao^^^^^ equii^ent. With " 

expensive paper using more expensive g "librarians 

„3pect to tl«ir_v3lue tested an^l962^^ ^^^^ 

themselves indiosteS " .j^,, 39 j hs,e found no lefer- 

publioations i.e. non^CPO) -o-id f * \ g^^^r, if it is 
See to support this fi«u«, -^^^^^^l^H tEat it :«>uld indeed 

ef \*eat from the many mountains of ciiaii . 




ERIC 




- 11 - 



• III. mSCONSIH/NEV/T^OHK EXPEBIME NT , 

The concept, of i^gional depository library servic; "^^J*^" 
in an experimental plan proposed in Wisconsin in 1953- Staff aaa^ra 
7t Se StJTHistorical Society of Wisconsin had ^°°fi«^3f^%?^* 
Msposal prohleis in the depository lihraiy aysten. ^ a J?f 
ooSerences vith other depositories Sf ^L^^Sbl 

tendent of Documents they sou^t ways to alleviate some P^?; 
iSa. Prior^o 1922 all depositories were required to ^JJP* 
liStions distributed, and to.retain tl^ ^J^Ji^lT^rS aST 

ti#n8 gwmted by the Superintendent of .Documents for JPj«;«5^«^ 
J^v^ matSials. Althox^ the selective ^^^J^ ^^^^ 

Sowed dapoaitories to reduce the number °f^I^^li?**i°^^f "^T!^' 
Sere were^ provisions to discard tiiese publications once their 
initial period of xisefulness had passed. 

" Enabling legislation nas passed by the Wisconsin legislature and 
vaa e^tedas Chapter l6l of the Wisconsin Session I^ys for 1953- 
SJs^^sSJe Histoiital Society authority ^o.^^f^^^J^ 
ZZJiTl ^+T«i state Depository and Loan^llection for Federal 
S^tt.'SifroSJiS ^^afpro^ation o^*%f«^« 
^oaT^Bii man was put into operation by a directive issued by the 
Ciin^S?\r?c^ts to%ll depository libraries in Wisconsin, 
dated June 2, 1953. (reproduced as Appendix D) 

in consideration of the establishment of the central stjJe^«P^«i- 
torv ^ loS collection, the Superintendent of Documents authorized 

USiS ^^^^ 

+Sr««le block in Madison. There was no provision that the joint ooi 

2f r:^d'?:1^S Mbr^-loS%o°Srticipating depojito^- 
^"SJf ^Sd do^Sts" in order that they might make "a con^d'^^e 
^tl^^tSe^ber of items which it has ^e^.n^esW ^ tb«n 
Z!riIio^+n Wftwever. the granting of the disposal privilege w«s 
^c^]^t ^^'defetCf^ the depository -l-*i«;^- '^ 
aSSiS^STof items which the Ubiaries are now selecting". 

T« miuiiual cases, pemisaiott mi^t be given to discard materials 
leas SaHT^a^nid.'^Howevr. in this c^ **^V*^?*S^v,!if 
WeleS fJoi its selections the specific item under ^hi<»^*h««f ^ 
SteSSt haTbeen distributed. Ofeis provision »«f,«»ly^lf»«'^. " 
S^pjStow^ longer, received- the item, wished to discontinue the item, 
or^f thTitL^dead. The depository did not have to dif«d all 
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In order to yxae the disposal privilege, the depository was required 
to send a request to the Superixrtendent of Docuiaente for permission to 
transfer materials jsore than 25 years old to the centjral state deposi- 
tory. It was not necessary to list the spe^^ific documents, seides, or 
items in the initial request • When permission was granted, the antral 
state depository wu\iid ask the discarding depository to send a list of 
the publications. It would screen the list, and if "it contained any 
publications which i.t wished to add to its own collection, it would 
reqtaest the library to ship them. It would then send the list to 
other libraries in' the state that had*^ indicated an interest in adding , 
to, or filling in in their depository collections. The Society 
had previously car/?.3Bed libraries and other educational institutions 
in the state for those ^ch wished to acquire older government docu- 
ments. When all replies were received within a specified time period, 
the Society sent iixatruction?? to the. holding library on where to send 
the requested mat- rials. The receiving^ribiary was required to provide 
reimbursement for cost of transporationv\ The Society authorized the 
holding depositoiy to dispose of the. remaining materials in any appro- 
priate mannner; if this resulted in sale as scrap paper or used 
books, it required the library to send the proceeds to the Society 
lAich in turn trar sferred them fo the Superintendent of Documents for^ 
deposit in the aocount of the United Stages Treasury. 

The Wisconcfn plan was designed primarily to provide a means of 
discarding mater?.al received prior to 1922 when depositoiy libraries 
did not have the selection option. The 25 years, retention requir^ent- 
was too long to be of much significant value, and it was subsequently 
reduced to 5 years in the Depository Library Act of 1962, The plan 
as approved by the Superintenden-b of Documents was intended primarily 
for participation in, and benefit by, depository libraries. However, 
in the implementation of the plan (which was assisted by state funds) , 
the Society allowed any library in the state ^to borrow documents on 
interlibrary loan from the* central collection, ' It also authorized 
individual citizens to borrow direct from the central collection if 
they did not have access to local libraiy services vMch could process 
interlibrary loan requests* 

Several years later ^ similar, plan was worked out by the New Y^rk 
State Library in coordination with the Superintendent of Documents, ' 
By a document dated Pebiuary 15, 195^ (reproduced as Appendix E) the | 
Superintendent of Docimients authorized simi3/ar disposal privileges 
to all depository libraries in the State of^Uew Yojdc, exclusive of ! 
Hew York City in consideration of the establishment by the New York ^ 
State Librajry of a central depository and loan collection. These 
depositories were authorized to transfer cbnbrol of .depository publi- 
cations over 25 years old to the central depository, and gave the 
New-York State Library permission to coordinate the disposal of this 
material. However, this agreement did not contain the provision of 
the Wisconsin agr^iement thai; such requeat.'s were contingent upon the 
depository having deleted a substantia3rrrjumber of items. 



ERLC 



1^ 



A 



- 13 - 



* 

The Hew YoiSc agreement contained a similar agreement with respect 
to publications under 25- years old. Permission would not be granted 
unless the library itaa requested deletion of the current item number . 
under which ^he unwanted publications Md been distributed. Also in y 
this case, requests submitted to the Superintendent of Documents had to 
list the specific publications. Ihe agreement was, of coj^^s®* '"^^^Jj'^. 
gent upon the Kew Yoric State Ubraiy maintaining a comprehensii^e central 

X^uection, and providing interlibrary loan on older, and/or less used 
VbUcations. The New York agreement also contained a provision with 
respect to Serial Set volumes which was not in the Viaco^fi^f ^^r. 
serial Set volumes were not wanted by the New York depositories, the 
list of Serial Set numbers was to be submitted to the Superintendent 
5 Dooaents **o would offer them to other depositories throughout the 
country for a period of six months. If there were no requests during 

^ that time, the discarding library migJit then dispose of them in accor- 
dance with instructions from the New Yoji: State Library. 

The WisconsinAew Yoik experiment was aNstep in th* ri^t direo- 
tian. The 25 year retention requirement was too long, ^ut it Be 
seen that many features of these plans, were incorporated into the Be- 
J^Story library Act of ,1962 and the imple^nting 
--^riSendent of Documlnts. Any state mi^t have establish^ a cen- 
^^pository and loan collection for federal documents w-thout the 
a^val of the Superintendent of Documents. The «f 

<^peration had been applied throu^out the country ^^^.'^et^/JJSf o^^ - 
Mterials. It was the inclusion of the disposal provision vhich eould on^jr 
S Snted by a responsible agency of the federal government that made 
thellan viable. Depository mublicctions are the property o f 
federal government, and cannoi be dis^-arded except as authorized by 
federal law. 
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IV. ORGANIZATION 

De&ignation and Functions of Regional Depositories 

The Depository Library Act of 1962 provides for designation and 
functions of regional depository libraries as follows: 

\ " "Not more than two depository libraries in each State and the 
Comonwealth of Puert» Rico may be- designated as regional deposi- 
tories and shall receive from the Superintendent of Documents 
copies of- all new. and revised Government publications auttiorized 
for distribution to depository libraries. Designation of regional 
* depository libraries may be made by a Senator or the Resident C»m- 
fliissioner from -Puerto Rico within the areas served by than, after 
approval, by the head of the" .library authority of the State or the 
Conmonwealth of Puerto pico, as the case may be, who shall first 
ascertain from the head of the library to be so designated that 
- the library will, in addition to fulfilling the f^lj^^^^^ 
depository libraries, retain at least one copy of all eoyeiament 
publications either in printed or microfacsimile form C except 
those authorized to be discarded by the Superintendent of Docu- 
' ments); and within the' region Served will P^^^^^' 
loan, reference service, and assistance for depositorSr lij»r- 
ies in the disposal of unwanted Gevernment publications. The 
agreement to function as a regional depository library shall be 
trananitted to the SuperintendejSt of Documents by the Senator 
or the Resident {onmissioner from Puerto Rico when the desig- 
nation is made". 



^in his instructions to Depository Libraries, Revised July 1974 the 
Simerintendent of Documents also autixorized the Govgmor of the Virgin 
iSs t7eesignate a regional depositoxT library. He also declared 
^Sr^LSonafSpositbry Ubraries br.ve no J^fiction overdeposi- 
toS iSSries in the various agencies of the Federal 
in the region they selrve". This would then leave any n^^-^^deral de- 
^s^o^UtUZ in American Samoa,. Oanal Zone, Di'^^^J^i^ofColumbia, 

GuS without regional; library ^(ervic?s. "W^^^ > ^^V. 

Questions whether or not some of the depositories in the^e ^wral 
. Sves arTf^deral libraries. Almost all of the depositptl^ i^ the 
SSS^? orcolmbia are federal libraries. However, the Co^e^iomy^ 
of the mstrict is fmthorized two designations, and one bee .gen aj- 
1^ S GeorgetowTuiiiyersityi Inderal City College ^aj^VJ^d %.land 
«SSt college^esignation, the D?C. ^^J^^ ''^^^ 

SStory stitu^ in 1945 individu£ special desigDatton. ^^^J 
irSabS be ass«i»dthalJ3a "federal library" for purposss of the law is 
S~\m^^s used that prov0don^in the law to "obtain a designation. 

Numbers , Types , Sid Seryicg ^gas ^ 

By late 1974, 41 libraries had accepted in full/^e added respon- 
«ibilSies of a regional, and four other libraries had accepted these 
^SinsibilUies^^ by forming two joint regional depositories, 
gS^ASendix G for iist of ^onal depository libraries) These 
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Ubraries are located in 36 statefl, and provide ^S^^Jf^ *° 
deSaitories in 38 states. Seven states have two regional depositories. 

six Hevada depositories is a regional. 

Aithourfi each state is authorized to have two regionals, it w|3 

settled states in the mountain and western ^roas. xiiis xi«u 
S t"- Univerjdty °^ "f^^^^^^^^oSlS 2^ 
other 16 depositories ii «^^' V5,*Jj%XS? ThVDenver Public 
nei^horing New Hampshire, ^^.l^^l^^VX^ 'from 1^72 t» 1974 
Ubrary served pripared- to assume 

a temporary basxs ^^i^ ^® ^^TALust 197r. In addition to the ter- 
the regional responsxbillties J^^f are nofSthorized regi6n^ 
ritories and t^e mst-c , of Co^^^^^, p^eo, the Virgin , 

depositories, thxs lea^the 0 ^^^^ depository ser- 

Islands. and *^«i°J;i°!^iav^. Georgia,, Hawaii, Kansas,Mississippi, 
vices: Alaska, ^ricansas, 3)elav«re,^orgi^^ Tennessee. 
Missouri, Hhode Island, South Carolina, Soutn^ ^ . ^ . 
OVO of theSe are ^^ii^^^^J^f fe^^i^^S i^ a"^^^^^ staie to " 
5?e 1L"icro1°S:i4?^ also-..^ added to this gro^. 

There are two ^oint regonal de^^^^^^^ 
are shared, priitorily v^^h respect ^^^^ ^^^^^ all depository 

of each partner to ^f^.^l^^ ^jfstSf Historical Society of 
items .in ^^-P^Sn'tSlrlS^ P^^Sr S' a joint regional with the • 
Wiaconsin has ^^^the gi^^^ the experimental 

cooperating University oy wxscon8«* *i^ concerns item 

eta^ in 1953- The '^\^f|^°?/^SScS Society Library has ao- 
aelection and holdings. iThe State M^ori ^ disposal 

cepted responsibility f^ processgg^int^^^^ ^^^^ 

requests and providing ^eded. The two North Dakota 

the University of ^if onsin Li^ as npeded. ^ ^^^^ 

partners have also ^'tfJ^^S^Stte University Library (the prima^ 
ings. However, the ^hl Siversity of i^^orth Dakota 

partner) and the cooperating ting interlibra.T loan 

otherwise act t^«Pf^^^fy'^2n^°^^fS;Se service primarily on a 
and disposal f f^!;\?^"^^eS£red by 75 miles. The two 
fi^sc^&^r - i-^'d fn th^e aa^e city block. ^ 
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Althou^ the Act allows each srtate two regional?, neither it nor 
the implementing Instructions of the Superintendent of Documents pre- 
acribe^ow the 'respdnsi.Mlities within the state shall be divided. 
This has been left for the two libraries to woiSc out on a cooperative 
basis. However, it was expected that geography would probably dictate 
the need for two regionals, and therefore the division would be made 
on that basis. The best example of this in practice is the large state 
of Texas with 52 depositories. Texas State Ubraiy in Austin serves 
the southern part of the state, and Texas Tech University Library in 
Lubbock serves the northern part. Geography is the main basis for di- 
vision of responsibility also in Arizona, Mi-chigan. and Wisconsin. 
In New Mexico, the division of responsibility is primarily by tyP^ of 
library: New Mexico State Library serves the public libraries, and-the 
UniveiBity of New Mexico serves the academic libraries. In Colorado, 
the division of responsibilities is based on a dorabination of geo£p»- 
Sic factors and type of library: -Denver Public Library serves all 
gi^er e^e, libraries, plus all public "J^^ Vn'^.S°if ' • 
Zd private colleges in the rest of the state, ^.e 
Slorado serves all other academic libraries in the state. Divisi^ 
of responsibility mi^t also be made. according to function, althou^ 
thifX not reported. One. depository mi^t process alj interlibra^ 
loa^ ^JoueSs^ provide reference service, and the other depository 
St^?^c^3 ^sposal requests,or w other combination thereof. 

Of t|/^lI^iS^>«, vhich have f^fPjed regional re^o^ibilities 
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^ ^ ; J?t r,a-rt igJot 5696 are state libraries} 24 or 5396 are 
^WnibSriS^SaSLnTs or 11% are public libraries Tl^s 
t^S^tef ^P^eminence of academi^c libraries in ^^e^^^P-f . 
libSrTsystem. On an overall basis they account for 745, or 65% of 
i^i^Stories. The breakdown for the remaining depositories as 
S Aprul974 is as follows: 78 state libraries (including state ap- 
^fuaS ciSs), or -7%; 26rimblic libraries or 25%5 15 s^^^ 
Iraries, or 1%; a^id. 49 federal librae s, or 4% of the total. A fur- 
&br^akdown by state will be found in Appendix I. 

T^,rimr the 1957-1958 House hearings and I962 Senate hearings^ it 
was SJSfnSj SIcted that the state libraries would, ^-t aut95 
SidSK^aaie the regional depository libi^ responsibilities. 
Sev S th^ logical candidates, since state libra^ ag^cies already 
Z7e ^sp^ni-biSties to support library services ' 
S SSe had also been, authorized one special desi^tion for a . 
Stf libr^% and each had used it by late I962. However, the 
JS« iibSf whiS^ used that special dea'ignat5.on is in many cases 

f XYSe libraiTagency. The desigiiation has been taken by . 
SbrSes Sth a S of functiniis, which illustrate the di- 

ieSiS of orga^Stion for state library Services: state supreme 
veraixy 01 oi:i^u.^ -o^pvpnce service, historical society, 

library, iiDrax2r ^ave ^or need) a complete collection of federal 

a^eSo'^e ^leS^^nt Tr a reetaml i= that it should he 
SrSd ^ilSirTaJ^eptTa retain pema,«ntly all puhU<=ation, 
distributed to ■ depository libraries. 

' ' 20 
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Beyond the state libraries, the n^xt logical ca:.didates «e the 
state mdversitiea and/or land grai^t universities. -1^ ^t 
universities are authorized a special designation, and ^^^^^oj^ 
miveraities vhich are -not land grapt have obtained depooitory status 
S Sili^sal^l designations. Most of these lihraries con^der 
SemselvfTto be research libraries and g^^^^i^y/Ji^^^^^^g^ 
ceSage of the available items, and retain, most of them pemanently. 
HoS^, state universities do not , general have responsibilities 
for^Skdini library services statewide, and they may be reluctant 
'fo^a^^elS ™re5onal responsibilities without ^^ng provided 
some additional fin^ci'al support. This support m^t come from the 
sSte library agency, or from the federal government. - 

Xar^'p^buf li= ^ " W 

the aralSb!!lepo^W item.'. In ,oine cases th.y may also have 
're':p:SMSties%r providing inter^^^ 

Ltl^eS fr r liSS^ — -oftr^^^^^^^ 3^-ees. 
Qrf^zation for " Documents Sgjcvice 
' I. part I of the Survey there j^^^^J^^ 

with the inte^al -^^^f^Ji ^ Wd ^LraSro^ate for a,^ 
documents service. Such questions wo general rule, re- 

large =«««^JJi^^iJ23^ASesf Reslarcriibraries vhich 
gional depositories are research l^^'jari percentage of 

are not regionals also gepe^^y^le^t^v^^^^ permanently, 
depository items (90% or f^^fT^^rei^^ifi mwbers of other 

Research libraries generally also °2£^2n1^'°Slections (often 
types of government documents ^^^J^^J^f documents, technical, 
separate) of such -terials;^o«^^^^^^ internatiinal doou- 

SrSfesr^°^"'^ 

brarians at university and other research libraries. 



X '^^■ifif^a1^^T asic the QTzestion, I believe that 
Althouf^ I did not specific^y ^^^^'^Jj-^i ^-^.^ organi- 

niost regional libraries I sepaS^te^o^entdocu- 

zation for a regional d«P°^t°^„''°^?e^tion of u!s. ^vemment docu-- 

Stents department, :SlL%f C^fend^^^^^ 

ments shelved ^^Je^^^Je documents department should 

cation system The head of ^^e separax reasons for 

preferably report to the director of the ^^^f ' !^ g^p^a^te col- 
ks.are - follows. .^eSfS'^lnStL^ L large 

lection, this insures not jr: , status of the documents 

(thereby increasing the^-gon|i^i^ ::^Sf^d public service 
librarian) but also ^^at all t^cnmcai maintenance 
type functions ffbm SSStion. T^s insures 

and reference °°^"^*S,Se^aSfS Si phase^of documents 
frSS --^""-^-^ °^ ^^^^"'^ classification 
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system also insures that holding records or 8b.elf lists have this sigw 
nificant information vMch allows efficient procea;iing of^sP^s^ 
' requests. It also permits knowledgeable assistance to other dsposi- 
?Si.8. ^.t of ^ h«ra used (or wiU want to uao the s'fi^ 

tion. A Beparftte collection with documents under the control of the 
• do^nta litaaricn also permits more efficent int^rlibrary loan. 

In question 1, I asked region^ librarians to. descf^^.^^^^^f^ 

. their collection of U.S. government documents •^\2S!r^«:n^ SS^If 
oTsepaiate/partially integrated. The response broken down hy type of 

libraiy was as foUows: Academic State Public Total " - 

« 4.« . 11 9~ '2 22 X 

a. Separate t \ 2 3 

b. Integrat&d , - - 

e. Separate/partially integrated ... 15 4 J-o , 

>i.Tt 1 sdced those libraries lihich reported they have s separate- 
partiSS^LS^ted conection to pioride an esti^Jt. ' 

' collection dispersed to the branch librarxes. 

> -The survey did not ask what kind of titles or ^^J^*^^**'^ 

A+ +hrSil^ty of Maryland, a regional depository we find that the 
f!no:i^i;^s ofleSs adipt themselves well -to integration: 

(l) Periodicals. 

"^rr^^AT^^^i^^ in -^-wh|ch - : 

regulatory a^icies (ex. i.^. Hejorts, I.C.C. ReEorfcs, Inte^ 

^^T^Othar loeal materials (ex. U.S. Code, Code of Pede^ 
^^^^^ --Ix^f^rts of executive dena^ents and independent 
^^'U) Significant Varbooks,. and annual statistical compilations 
— (57 Pinal bound census reports. 

Meant seuarates and monographs are also integiSated, into 

SSositoiy copy remaining in the separate collection. 
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In at^stion 3, I asked for a description of the organization which 
services the. U.S. govcrntaent documents, collection. The response was as 
follo\^s: 

a* Separate government documents department/division - 1? 
Head reports to: Library Dirfector - 4 

Assistant D.ixector,Reader Servi^ces - 11 
Assistant Director, Technical Svcs - 2 

b. separate goverment documents section - l6 • f 

Part of = Division/Department 

^BuiDinees, Economics, and/or Socia^ Sciences - 4 
General RejPereiitC^ - 12 

c. Not a separate unit -, 7 ' ^ r. ^ 

persoanol responsible^for U.S. -docianents are part of. 
General Reference';I^partinent - 3 
Social Spiences Rtference Department - 2 
Conbination (Serials and Reference Departments) - 2 

Of the 40 libraries which had furnished information for this 
aue«t W 55 hi a^Parate documents unit; 17 of these are at the - 
?^oi^^ltin« level in the library hierarchy, and l6 are at the middle 
Ser^flhe seven depository libraries without a separate documents 
i^t four aS ^ademic libraries, two axe public libraries, and one is 
rsJ^te SbSr^^ie response also verified the belief that governme^at 

raSr than to technical services. Within readers/public service?, it 
^^^^iTconsidered a functiph of the reference department. If ref- 
e^^ser^^cfs are brol^en down by subject groupings, government doca- 
mS?s ar^^ly found in a social sciences reference unxt. 

In question 4, I adced the regionals to designate «hat other 

Z^l^xl^'X^^^r^^ 58 regionals was as follows: 

Other Government Documents Related M^^erials 

-Sti:trd^uments - 22 Maps - 14 

Local documents - 17 Legal materials - 7 

International documents-l9 Newspapers - 2 

• Foreign documents :r-.l6 Mcrofox^is of government 

Technical reports - 1^ documents - 26 
AEG reports - 20 
' KASA reports - 20 
ERIC reports - 12 

The U S government doucments depository collection usually foims 
the nuclei ^f a s^rate documents collection, is, of course, 

w n q fioveiranent publications which are iiot received on 
SS^o^^si^bSIorSmVcuments Exi.aditing Prcgoct a..d mK:.::.ng 

L7«lftslnd purchases which may incite duplicate copies of 
de^^it^^ylSliSti^ con^i-* mainly of non-GPO publications. 



such a imit will also nomally handle, btKer govemmert ^^^f ' 

ticularly international and foreign doctoents. However, other library 
imitB feaoecially in academic libraries) may. handle j.tate/local 
^its^il^cal reports. Most state ^^er^.ties have a separ- 
a?r^p^ent, usually under Special Collections ^^^^f ^ ^^f^^^^ 
Services. >diich specializes in materials related to the home state. 
SlTS^nt w also ^62.e state documents. Technical r^rts 
may be SSed by a branch library or subject reference Jepa^ent 
SSioted to the Siences. At the University of Mj^^^ii^^'a^d 
Maryland Room handles Maryland state documents; the ^^^j^^^ . 
^Sl Sciences Ubrary has a Technical Reports ^^^J^f 
Seus is formed by AEC and NASA technical reports; ^.^^.^^J^fJ^i 
and Science Reference Room handlesthe collection ot state agriov tural 
extension agency reports. 

The inclusion of ' these and other questions in ^art I on organiza- 
tion Ss SS^fct^/related to other questions in Part VI of the Survey 
ui?h finaiwial support, Federal financial gipport should pre~ 
?e apJS tftSH^ration and servicing of the "depository 
SSec?ion..?^r on a more narrow scope to compensate 

VllZyr.^ila' «+rietlv rejdonal functions. However, it is difficult 
li r^U?fSeaet=ts "Sc. the "deposito=T collection" ^'^r 
TO isoj.aT,e ^ « ' documents collection consisting of both 

^^Tt^'L^n n!dS^ ^ ^Tifrvic 

Sced^ a separate documents unit ^Aiich is responsible for servxc- 
Sther types of government docun^ts and related materials. Res- 
^ ?Jv?T+i^^ servicing the "depository collection" may also be 
r^SelCo^ vSoiTpersonnerand units throughout the library. 

A separate documents unit often has responsibility for servicing 
related t^of materials. Many of these libraries are also deposi- 
taries fo?l^ernmeut maps of the Geological Survey end Amy Map 
^^ce oS^pSlems of servicing such a special collection ^ 

+L«rin servicing government publications. Thus, place- 
Jhe -^rconfcSonl^Se nucleus'consists of gove^ment maps) 
St tf^trao^ents unit is a logical step. Another logical or- 
SntJt?^ steHs 1=0 assign to a separate^ documents unit theres- 
ganizaxiOD*i. B ^ the oBllection of legal mateidals. Many 

?:^^tSi2a STp^o^ded throu^ depository distril-ution. bills, 
legal "^n;™,ssional Record , laws and statutes, Federal 

t^r ZZ^^^^^ ^ons of courts a.d regulaW 
a^Ses .^ treaties. This explains v*y so many law school libra^ 
?fs Sa^'b^e depositories, and why they want special designations. 
A«!ther logical organizational move is to assign respon.- ibllity for 
SrScU of^icx^Cs of govemment documents to a sei^docu- 
Z^s^t, Even if miorpfepis are centralized in the ^i^^ary, 
Mcr^f^s of government documents often form a la^ collection 
SdX^e plaSd in the documents unit as an exception. 

Tn auestiono 5 and 6, I asked whether the U.S. government documents 
libxaSaS f are responsible for both technical ^-if^^f^f-- 
(receding and processing shipments, and maintaining the Phelf list) 
iS^ISfs^r^ce functions (reference and shelf mainte.ianoe) for 
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U.S» govemnent docimients^ Although separate docmnents imits and 
documents librari.ans are normally assigned to public service depart- 
ments, they are usually responsible for the four main library functions 
dealing with government documents %<hich are usually fragmented for 
regular libruy materials s i^e. ac^uisitionsy cataloging and serials, 
reference, and stack maintenance and circulation* They are respon- 
sible for both groves of functions with a few exceptions at tegional ^ 
depositoriest In only three regionals are documents librarians xiot 
responsible for the main technical service functions* In one state 
university and one public library, they are neither T^sponsible for 
processing of incoming shipments ,or maintaining the shelf list* In 
only three libraries are documents librarians not i>a8poneible for . 
readers service functions. At one public libraiyp they are not res- 
ponsible for reference service or shelf maintenancfe. At one state 
library, while they are re^onsible for the stacks, they are not rss- 
ponsible for reference service. . At one public lilraty they are res- 
ponsible for reference service, but not for maintaining the separate 
docuaents collection in the stacks. 

The concept of the special collection for goverancn^ ^documents 
is based on minimum amount of cataloging, and deper^ence on printed 
catalogs and indexes. The basic philosophy is tha*, documents Ubrarw 
" tans can provide better reference service for the collection if they 
handle the other library functlonaiwrtainlng to tho materials. If 
they check in and process the material and maintain the shelf list, 
they will be more familiar with the documents in the collection. 

In question 7, I asked for data on ^ffing for gevemment 
dooments service broken down by professional, pa^jrofessinnal, and 
other assistants for the U.S. docianents collection, and for the entire 
documents unit if there is a separate unit. The av^^rage staffing of 
the 58 regionals which submitted usable information is as follows: 

U.S. Docs Other* Docs TOTAL 



( para-prof e ssional ) 



TOTAL; 



1.43 


0.58 


2.01 


1.70 


0.50 


2.20 


h.12 


0.46 


2.18 


4.85 


1.54 


6.59 



In question 8, I aaked for data regarding the amcvnt of time 
which other library units or pereoimel cpntrihuted to servicing the 
depository collection/ specifically: acquisitions, ca=aloging, 
serials, refe^nce, circulation, stack, and interlibra:y loan dejpart- 
ments. I did^t obtain any usable data fy^m the resionse. 

The-iata obtained from question 7 should be used with paution. 
The data on staffing for U.S. government documents is r'lesonn.bly ac- 
curate, except for the roaeons given below -and also for the fact as 
'explained above that I did not get usable data on the ai.ount of time 
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other libraiy personnel and units cDlributed to seivj cing. the documep:ts 
collection. The average figures on staffing for other .documents and 
elated aateriftla in the separate documents unxt (including also the 
Z^b) are lesa reliaUe, .There is a wide v^ation on the types and 
aiDounta of other dpcuments and related materials ^^^N^^l^P^** * 
d^nts units handle at the different regionals. Als^seven ot the 
legionala do not have a separate documents unit. 

I did not ask how many hours of reference service is provided, and 
'yiho provides this service. Maintaining a reference °^ 
be very costly in man hoiirs, particularly for the academic library 
which^fl noi^ly open more hours during the wedc than other types of 
Ubraxies. The University of Maryland Ubrary is probably typical 
in this regard by being open 8a.m. to" midnif^t on weelcd^s, 10a.m. 
to 6p,m. on^tuidays, and nonn to midnifi^it on Sur.uay for a total of 
100 hours per week. On th« other hand a state Ubrary is usually open 
only during normal woik hours 8-5 daily, or 45 hours per wee^r. The 
typical pubUc library is some^Aere ixi bev/een. It-^dll op*n later 
in the moriiing than the university library, close earlier in the | 
evening, ^dwill be closed on Sunday. It is usually not necessary 1 
to staff a documents service point full time during the fy- 
documents librarian can perform other duties during regular hoj^s, and 
handle questions on demand, I also find th^t separate documents om^s 
do not Save personnel on duty during all the hours the 1^^^ is 
This is particularly true (as it is for most special collections) dt^ 
the evening hours ai^ week-ends. In these cases, the reference depart- 
ment may provide limited service if the documents collection is located 
in open stacks, and the documents reference room ^dth its Mrat^ 
Catalog and other bibliographies is also open. Even if the stjclsia 
and refe rence room are open, another aspect of docuigents organization 
and service may hinder provision of reference service during these • 
evening aai week-end periods: i.e. location of the shelf list. The 
shelflist is usually the only record to the' holdings of the collec- 
tion, and it is nozmally kep*. in the documents office where it is not 

available to the puoxav,. i^o ov-^..^ - - - , " ' 

but the documents office with the shelf list may be closed, thus 
limiting service during those evening and week-end periods. 
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V. HBTENnON PQUCY AMB M ICROFORMS 

The Depository Libtaiy Act of 1962 requires that regional deposi- 
tories "shall receive from the Superintendent ©f Documents copies of 
all new and revised Ck>vemment publications authorized for diatriliution 
todepository libraries" and shall "retain at least one copy of all 
Government publications either in printed or microfacsimile form 
'(except those authorized to be discarded by the Superintendent of 
Documents)". In section 11 of hii ^stniction s to Depository Libraries, 
the Superintendent of Documents provides blanket authorityf^o depository 
libraries to discard 13 categories of materials, mainly ephemeral pub- 
lications and those \4iich have been revised or superseded. 

' This second part of the survey attempted to leain if this pennar- 
nent retention and microfoim substitution policy had any effect on the 
operations and collections of regional depositor«.<!s. It also investi- 
gated the reaction of regional depositories to tha px-oposed micropub- 
lishing project of the Government Printing Office. 

In this survey, I asked specifically about the retention policy 
for only one category of publications listed in section 11 J i.e. bills 
and resolutions. In my 1972 survey I had inquired about other 
ies of materials vihioh regional depositories are authorized to discard. 
I concluded then (and still believe) that the fact that regional 
depo^totles ar- required to maintain the permanent collection of 
depoeitoiy publications for their region did not alter in any way 
" their policy towards those categories of material mentioned in section 
11. Instructions to Depository -Libraries. If they ciose to retain any 
of these materials~(the exception, rather than the nde) they did so 
only for local reasons to better serve their own clientelle, or in 
some cases to provide duplicates for circulation or iaterlibraiy loan. 
They continue to discard revised editions and superseded publications, 
altihou^ they may retain some older editions selectively for histori- 
cal purposes. i!hey continue to discard -Lhe individual Congressional 
reports and documents (after the Serial Set volaimes art^ received), 
althou^ they may retain selectively some signiilcant documents and 
reports. In -the case of some reports to Congross by executive and 
independent agencies which are not furnished departm^^ntal editions, 
they may file the individual documents pnder the author as issuing 
agency. ^^.-^-^^ 
Bills and Resolutions 

In question 10, I asked regional depositories if they held 
and resolutions more than two years beyoi^d the close of a Congress. 
All depositories are authorized to discard them one year after the 
close of a Congress. However, our library keeps bills of the previous 
Congress until the end of the current Congress, a total of two years. 
The majority, or 26 regionels, replied that they did not keep bills 
and resolutions longer than two years after the close of tioe Congress. 
Fifteen regionals reported that they hold bills longer. Of these » 
four keep bills of the last two Congresses, one for /the last three 
Congresses, and orig^r the last four Congresses, and two for the 



past five Congresaes. Three reglonals have retained hills and resolu- 
tions from the 76th Congress (or the. first Congresa they were made 
available on depository distribution) to the present. One regional 
retains bills from the 84th Congress to the present, and another from 
the 86th Congress to the present. 

In question 11, X asked the regionais if they bought micro fonn 
copies of older bills and resolutions, and if so, to list their hold- 
ings, nve regiopals replied that they bought a microform edition of 
bills of preyioTis Congresses. Their holdings were reported as follows. 
Two regionais have LC microfilm for the 1st to the 72d Congress, plus 
CIS microfiche for bills of the 92d Congress, One regional reported 
holdings of LC microfilm from the 1st to the l5th Congress, and another 
for the 1st through the 55th Congress. Another regional reported that 
bills are contained on its Microprint holdings for 1957--1960. 

The Library of Congress has a contintzing project to copy bills 
and resolutions of past Congresses on microfilm* It started with the 
first Congress, and has woiked forward in time. On the other hand,- 
the Congressional Information Service (CIS) is also making bills and 
resolutions available on microform, but is using a microfiche foisnat. 
It started with the last Congress (92d) 'and is woiicing backward in 
time, presumably to the point where the * Library of Congress project 
will* terminate so as not to duplic^ite -coverage. This is one type of 
doctB»nt which lends itself to microform copy and use, being quite 
voluminous and generally little used. They are, however, critical to 
thorough research ?n tracing legislation. The hearings usually include- 
a copy of the bill(s) under consideration. However, they do not in- 
clude the many amendments subsequently- introduced, or bills of a sim- 
ilar nature from a previous Congress on ^ch no action was taken. 

Selective Mic2X)form Holdings 

In question 12, I asked regionais to report their holdings of 
microform for five major categories of materials which are presently 
available cocmercially in various microform fomats and editions: 
Congressional Serial Set, Proceedings of Copgress, Federal Register, 
Patent Office Official Gazette t and Microi^rint Edition of Depository 
Publications. I also asKed them to indicate their retention policy 
for these categories \yj checking whether they retain "all", ''most", 
"some", or "none" of the duplicate hard copy which they zn^ discard. 

The Microprint Coj;poration has made the Congressional Serial Set 
available on opaque microprint format from Sorial no. 1 (l5th Congress, 
1817) throxi^ Serial no. 8521 (68th Congress, 1925)* In this 

category the main reason a library may purchase the microform edition 
is tha,t it does not have the hard c.py vdiich is no longer in print 
and is often unavailable except on exchange lists, rather thdn to 
substitute microform for hard copy. Twenty regionais reported they 
had some holdings, but only fifteen provided specific information. 
These fifteen regionais have holdings from Serial no*l (l5th Congress) 
to anywhere up to the 21st Congress (4 regionais), to the 33^f 39th, 
44th, 47th, 48th, 52d, 54th, 66th Congress, or the latest available. 
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The holdings ^fr^ library go throu^ the 54th Qongress, and vere 
Phased aSSy VThl in gaps in o^u^ holdings of hard copy. ^ 
SlhaoTco^ volumek which are duplicated in oicrofom. as do twelve 
other regionals. Piv^regionala reported -that they discard all dupli- 
cate hard copy, one re^onal retains most, duplicate hard copy, and one 
retains soae duplicates selectively. MeamMle anothet 
Sngressicnal Infozmtion Ser,dce. is offering the Congres^on^^al 
Setin a microfiche edition. A tnmspaient 

microfiche, is generally preferred to ax^ opaque format, like Microprint. 

Sixteen re^onals reported that they have some ye^ 
ceedings of Congress in a microfom edition. Ifost of fj*'* 
their specific holdings indicated that ^ese cover «ie Pf^^Jff^f *° 
the beginning of the Congressional Record , and are for the earlier Con- 
gressefasfbllpws: lst-25th, lst:42d. and 25d-42d Congresses, fl^e 
predecessors to the Congressional Record are: Affials of Congresp . Ust- 
?8th Congress), Re^;i^ir^^iTl8th.25th Co^ 
Globe (23d-42a cSSgSST. Two- regional^reported ^J;^ 
litTo the present Congress. However.(one of these reported that the 
holdings cover gaps only in the bound flumes. Eleven 
ifeportfd they retain all duplicate hard W, and only "PJff* 

retain no duplicate hard copy vol^s. Two f ^P^f^X 
that they retain some duplicate hard^py on a selective basis. 

It was anticipated that a different picture 
Federal Register. These are not furnished in bound frolumes lUce the 
^gjg^gord and Congressional Serial Set, 4d fl^^^.^ 
^oS qual ltyTri^nty two r^onals reported they W some holdings, 
bSn^ylixteen reported thgfTspecific holdings of tke "nicrofoim 
^tiS! I^e of tSse have from volume 1 ^936) to ^%Pf f « 
beginning years for the other holdings reported throu«^ ^jL^'^Af 
a^fTfollows: 1959, 1950, 1952, 1955, 1963, 1965, f J 1969. As 
exoected the majority, or 14 regionals, reported that they did not 
SSJn any duplicate W copy. Only four regionals reported they 
SSS Si duplicate originals. Three regionals reported they retain 
duplicate hard copy, and one retains "mo«t" duplicate copies. 

Another voluminous serial ^ch is available in a microform edition 
is th fofficial Gazette of the Patent Office, ^i^^f ,f f ^f" 
p^rled ^HSnJSldlii^t only nine -^^j^-^.! l^^f,^^^^^^^ ^^^^t! 
v^«i^-i«c-« «^ven have the microform edition from 1872 to the presenx. 
SSS^t'er'SSoSis are currently buying f ,f 
S^^have holdings bacK to 1950 (2 regionals) and 196? (1 ««i°^l>- 
Se "^tenUorpolicy is somev^t mixed. Nine libraries reported they 
St^ Si dupncaS hard copy, one retains "most% and three retain 
^soS" duplicates. Five regionals discard all hard copy duplicates. , 

' only two. regionals reported they have sonje holdings of the 

Microprint Fdition of Depository !^\J^^i°LiJes 
available from 1956 to the present. However, these two libraries 
reported that they retain all duplicate hard copy. 
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GPO Miei!o publishing Projeg 



Pxpoect which had^heen ^ « Pf^^ J^ifw^ch vere presently 

on %Aioh were listed 2,812 ^^^^ blocks ^ 

able. J^vositor, U^vs^^e. ^^^ ^ 

mariced "P" (paper) and "P" ^^i^^^^x^^oL itans which vere 

currently receiving, or whicn tney mighx exact to receive ^ 

fona copy vere available. 

Conference at Kew Yoric in July ^£74 and at a goverom 

Hisbop in October 1974 at ^chn^nd, Virgnia. ^f^^^ 

degree of preference for mici^form Jy^^^^2i59<;7re«ional-depositor- 

liWes Sas as foUows: ^ji^iJfSgJ^^Si ^SSfaveSge was 

iee-5S6l selective «>^;f^«^^iiif^^n^'cS^be Sheading. An 

29.^" However, any °^ ye« report), thousands 

rf-i:Ss-p:rra^ 

SVaK? Z Lluded aa^ost 
400 dead or dormant depository itaas. 

■ ohe ccexlx* letter *ich ^^^''^/^Zu^s^'' 

"^.f HrSTiireeSS SriaaS-'fomat will be atax,dard 
on one fiche, or fiche series, ax f-or.,ea uer fiche). The item 
r^fM'^e fhf W: ^sS^c'tLrr d^poiitol ^ accept 
^f?""^ vi\^iLna\n a S?es in either miox^fonn, or ha-.'d copy. A 

Cheen extracted from the GPO report, (see Appendix H) 

Given the criteria mentioned above^th its -rio.B^et^in^^^ 
it would appear that several id T^olutions and the 

to he elimir^ted i^^^J^^''''^ M?ls a^d SLStioS would have 
Daily Statement of the Treasury. Bills JTSSreas when all 
to be filmed ^^^^^^^^^^ f iZe £X>nological and 

Z^'sT^^oT, -tT^ Te foSt'shcad al30 be placed on 

■ ao 



or tvo page dooawnt on a 98-fram© fiche. 

Hovever. tha .est useful i-^^TifLS^^^e'^S^^^^^ 
SOU too brief analysis of ^ »^'^!j^f?hrS^:^s8ional. 
vish to receive in microform. It ^.^P^"fr ^f eOl kinds lead 
educational, agricultural^ and ^^^^^^^J't^^^tS tolet acme 
in microfom preference". In my cvm SJ^ans at research 

feel for the types of materials vMch regional librarians 
SSaSea^lS?. aie suitable for use in microfom. 

.^e single characteristic vhich ^^^^J^^^ST 
(7 t^8)^«f "little used materials". The ^ 
ihaSSeiistic was "items ^covered by f J^^^^.^' "UsytT^^ 
general eh«racteristiC8 mentioned at f«« easy to use , 

"long runs", "space conflualng" materials. 

With r«Xt to ^^^^^tS^^nfT^'^^^ 

legal materials were Things (3), bills 

iB^ix«rthe»ij, S^£9^i5l'^n2 (1)- 

pubUcations (4). Zils'^r^ Manuals (l), 

jjSk handbooks ''ti!^^ tviies of publications \»ere 

periodicals (1). 'She following g«ieral ^» " J^^^^ niiitaxy 

Sso mentioned as follows, many °^ J^^^f^^^f^ftg^ hladbo^ (?), 
mSication series: technical reports (3), "^^^^/^t^' »^dooks 
SSlSions (2). and specifications and standards (2). 

soil «-ey^e^«ention^^^ 

" publications °f ^'^^^^f ^^"^^^ ^tries , and annual reports* 
Official Gazette . Catalog of S2E2S^^£ig=-J ^ tables, statis- 

Peculations in microform as the pilot venicie. -tQ^A v„t 

S^eftolhe Joint Conaittee o-^^^^^^^^tXle^LS^^^^^ 
approval has been slow °°f^^^^ Sd oSy on^Wic library. - 
academic libraries, 4 state libraries, and on^ indicated on 
ly^urteen of these libraries are ^S^J^g^i^^JSpSS: In addition 
Appendix H which also li^^J^^,^°^;^^^'Jn by group 

to the test librar.es. 4!^i^;i°^tions, and individuals, 

of federal agencies, commercial finns, organizaxiona, 

T cruon ^A T asked for other comments on retention policy or 

the is roS^mailLt^J^ct! ^-e. h^ ^r ^ 
listed on Appendix S vdthourt comment or analysis. 
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VI. DISPOSAL POLICY 



The Depository Library Act oT 1962 provides ^^a* "^^^^f^^Sr " ' 
designatea as regional depositories may peimit depository "J^Jf • 
. SSTthe areas served by them, to dispose °f f 

^ch they have retained for five years after fj^^^f *^^_^°3... 

oT^Vte appellate co.zrts exempted them from the P^^^^^^XlelecUve 
) 1912., Title 44. U.S. Code which includes the requirement for selective 

depo^tories to hold de^^sitoiy publications at least five years. In 
> • • STS^Siona ^eHsitoar Libraries, the faper.xntendent of D^u- 

I men t ' s suthorized them to discard publication^ at any tme by °f f^^"^ 

menxs awinoii^ located in a state served by 

f Sj:=^rf/t£«Ts n:°?<^oja V^to^ ^ the state, they may 
offer them to the State Library. . 

Tn his Soeci^a instructiwis to gg^^onal Wsitories, dated 

' Sei^Kfcy^am.. ^n. --f a) the 

detailed or a ff "J^^"?? °^t^*^r'^he disoarted jml>lioation. are 
f:S?f.^(5rSeth:r *f oSS:4"o other Uhraries are eade hy 
ihTre^ol^ or by the selective depositories. 

General vs. Detailed list 

^"^Jd 'a^'th^'^seSSI^ «:^^*CtrTsoarc., pumcations to 
should ask the ^eiecxive njihewin^r the current item number, 

autoit a list of the Publicatxv^ns ^^^^f.^^^^ ig^d instructions 
series, and approxim.ate fg.^ ^^f^'^.^df t " requirement 

• Sa?» 'SSsT^l^^^^^^ of _ts :^ber, 

Xn question 15 I as^^^^ - J^Lls 

required f f^f 1° ^^11^ of rLere6. publications- in series 
axe satisfied with a gnerai . ) „^ Congressional Serial 

(ex. Bureau of ^^^.l^^ll^f^^^ or the specific publi- 

set on which are «i^f J^g°^?^^il^l751 However, only four 
cation numbers. f ^„^gf^3 'Jestioi are satisfied with a 

out of 53 regienals who ^^^^ holdiS^ for uhnumbered or general 
general list showing SE?|2^|i|^f „,^^ered publi- 

Slinf S T.tiT:J.'l^^^^^ (e- House Committee on 
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t« mhm^r Tint axe maintained l>y the discarding J?**' • -^^+ 

aaencir, end to list the J^'5""r7tTe. ir It matntalna Its records 
J^?1iirSSr It LTSt mSr; tiat the ls5uli« a«eno„be 

, ScSSi"^ " v£« rr:rsrs^"xrr.& 
^ st,*5:jr-cnit%s:srtiiaS'^fio:ir;h."»ate^^ ^ 

whether they axe bound or unbound. ^ 

- problem W aris^fr the disc^ ^ 

the mateilals f l^cs ^^sf a^fthe librari^ W have 

\ the recoids aay not show the S«a>c8 n»i§era, 9 , Poole^to find 

V to searbh the ^S^J^^^^^e^^r^^^ themselves • 

these '^^^"'•^.^'SJ^S^ntS asSSed SuDocs numbers vhen there 
by ta«»rlng >rtth P!^J"*^.'^^^on within the Inderal 
^ J S?e^S^^e^?ss^ ^f1Se documents Ubrarian^ 
g©v«rttnent affecting the "^^^ ^ disregard the new SuDdcs 

may contta^ *°.^Llib^^L^Sj ^Hf^lass stem vhen it 
r'^^-«.TL^°?Z W cS^l^e oit SunJocs numbers on the , 
^bSfaSS; S^tSfl^Si^ccrds to -w fBocs J-^- g^!^- 
?n have the aemi> putjlication seriep shelved together *^;estaclcs. 

^rSS^^^SrSpSent .hen it J^a necessary to 
list this leclaseified material on a diapo^ list.^ 

Offerings of Unwanted Publications 

In auestion I6. I asked whether the regional or selective deposi- 
+ ^J^Aaterthe offering list to other depository libraries in the 
SSel^qS^f V2^rTw«.?y regionals reported that they circulate 
JhP«^ SferS« lists, while the sixteen other regionals who responded 
^^;St:f ^thirfcquire the selective depository to make the sub- 
sequent offering^. 

The Act requires that the publications should be . f 

««+her LiDoaitory libraries within their area, then to other libraries . 
O^f^S^teSt of Documents offers the following °l^"f ^^/.^^ 
Ss ^^nting instructions. "Publications should be f^ offered 
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to other depositor ^nr'rif«tl$:tfo^'L°?hrfi:^f^r'^^ 
other lihraiy or Slhllc to ^ch requests 

would he a^M to »ake them availahle J^^L^ated that regional 

Mfiht be referred". SfC^?h*SSic? tl ^^SSnTdlscarda^thtn. 
depoeitorlea comply with the law ^tn «««P«o^ *° ° * rerionals reported 
testate or region. In re5P««eto «r^i^^i®;J7,SSSS oSS " 
tiik*. they go heyord f %«J^f«^,f o?h« I7^«ftls 
lists of diseases out pf state as well, me o*nf^ U ;^?^o+a+A 
question do not circulate such lists cat of state. 

Se- latter it ia usually impossible for ^e 

Se Ust to knoi .Aerc. the materials are located. 
A^f^wnift whether on a conaolidated or single Ixst, Aether ly the 
jfSSl V^lecUve Se^ory, a simultaneous of^^-i-f^ 
^^^S^i^Sp^tive recipients rather than making two J^^**!?^^?^ 
+hrtwo c-ouPfr of libraries mentioned in the Act, From ^ 
X^^Tw^ Sfto detemine vdxether "tl^e -^*«««rn?ffS^ 
IJi^ the noitnal practice is to make two separate offerings, 

* It- an rmawers are then considered. In order to compAy 

of the deadline, ail jfiswers oncu f^^^•inlr reouests. as 

with the law certain mrioritiea -ar- assigned in ^^^J-ff^f ^^J'.^ 
fv^ii«w«, all denository libraries ^ the region; (2) allj-io:^ 

+hpv use the "some-for^-all" feature, .while 28 reported thaj tisey oon . 
I^vb To ^ tSHrLSional "firk-come-flrst-served" policy. 

in response to qaekion 19, 26 regional librarians reported that 
they Svrr^e Ixcha^elof discard liats among ot^r^o^s J^e 
librarians reported/that they did not favor the P^Pf^' . i .J®^"^ ^ 

trShaust all possibilities in finding a ^ome for these 
Sder documents, most of which are out-of-print and '^f^/J* 
obteLable. MaJy ne^ designated universities ^re att^npting to^ 
build up research eo;a:ebtions, and in the snaller states i« 

trfind taI«ers\for many valuable old documents. It may be 
^fS?S t^t^ SS?icaSt^ference in the New York and Wiscon- 
TiSlS— r pfan^was that for liew York a natxWde s^.ey was 

to be made for Serial Set volumes ^°t^J°^^,^^f Jt^thf^^elr 
materials had to be offered only within the state Vas is. the case in 
S S^sit^ Libra^ry Act of 1962). The corronents v^f^J^IJ-^' 
to thiVque^on are quite diverse aiid are listed verbatim in 
Appendix K without «ialysis. 
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other Maposal Policy 



DuEiiur a visit" to a midwestein legiosaal depository in 1972, a 
quest?^Je^ch I had not previously considered ae ^ ^^i^m «nd 
Sd^t included in 1972 survey. This concerned the l^^J^J^^torv 
^^l^toTA reidooal to refuse permission^ to a selective depository 

?rs^ : p^ss°t?s lich it z held the 

and for vhich it had su^-nitted its disposal Jf^^^^* f .^f^!^!!^*^ 
instructions ftom the regional depositoiy. The t^camj^^ 
tSeS/SwB in a draft revision of tito Instructions to Sepo^jog: 
SS^^d A^1975 the SuperintiS55t^;^nt^^^^ 

that "the Regional Depository can *° f^* i^f^^f^flf ^r 

uosal of any^blication that it feels should be kept for a l^r 
?^Sd of^W one of its depositories". In *h« «>">J^f » 
SiSJtt^ to thTsuperintendent of Documents regarding 
rrl«aeedthat "^ft. I agree in theory and P^l^P^^^^^fJ? 
itSe^t.A^'* ^ practically or from a .J^^ 

vt^^'lirMeaB^ subsequently appeared in SecUon 2 «^ 
SSriiiotW to DgEO^toa Libraries vith the words "sst ref^e" sub- 
stituted for "can refuse" 

I feel this statement contradicts that portion of *f ^^^'.^^^ 
•r«u.t*i in iqS \Aioh de^legated to the individual depository li^fry 
:raShSii? t; Si:^t SIS .items it wanted. P'^SP^^- 
tS local de^sitory knows best the nepds of its .^^^^^^^^f^ 
of the citizens in^the district which it serves, also the 

its resources to service ^ '^*^,^,°f,^f If;.^:^^^ 
aion of logic it should know ^est which items it "^^^ JT ^ 
after satiSylng the mandatory fivs year retention 
Si ^hfSSJ^s^ required to provide 

uWefto the disposal of unw^ted Goverment P^J^^^^^"?^^; 
a»^ authorized' trdetennine what a, depository should select, or 
by^erleWon vdaat it should hold. 

in response to question 22, only one 
tb'At U Sd^ed a request by a selective depository t^-pe^^t 
S discard a-pubUcation in such a situation. Tbir^ jJj^SS^- 
5^p^sJ?JSes Sported they had not denied any g^'';, 
mitted. However, ei^t regional libr«i^s ^Pli^^J^J^ ^SS^Ms 
nroper fov them to do so, >Mle 24 rfgional 

Sn not pro;,er. Hhe questiom^xe was com]^^ uW^s 
revised Instructions had been issued, and 
a^STthat such a provision bad 
draft revision of the Instructions. The comment of one jego^ 
l^a^^bably expressed the feeling of many °:S«f *5tVf^!^ 
its^Sonll would not refuse persmission to discard, i* f ^.f P^" 
J^^^e^certSn circumstances that «^^d«P<'l^S«^?^S "if w^ f^l 
Xpublcations. Another regional librarian tJfnlt 

w.«^^noi t-ni to find that shelf 
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In auefffcioa^25, J. aslced "does your regional rt»auir© salectiye 
depositories tos^lect (or maintain) items woi^h they do not desire? 
All 37 ie«ional8-\diich responded to this qwstion answered "no' . 
"This quBstion was similar to question 22 and was in^.rted Wuse of 
the statement in the April 1973 d»ft of Instructions to ^ES^r 
tory Ubraries . One regional librMian cowented qu|^ew«w 
T%fhave no pOvter to dp that". Another regional librarian added a 
coBinent which mi^t be shared by others that 3-tf^^ei°nal^ ^^liana 
required a depository to select certain items but had made suggestions 
in this regard* 

My feeling reg^arding the selective provitdon i-BjSa&t t^^e law 
should be cbSied/ There are too many libraries that t^^J; 
positoiy privilege by selecting too few items *° * "J^^ ig 

Spository* The Bepositoiy Library Council to the Pu^Jc ^l^^l^ 
awSe of this proUem. and has two comittees {Standards and ^J^" 
tiona) woiklng Pn it. In the past, documents ^^^"^ff^^^^t 
that th6re^ould be a minimum number or percentage of ^«»8 whi^ , 
de^si^iy mu^ select in ox^er to retain its status, ll^e Sta^ 
C^tef proposed a minimun figure of 25% item f^lf ^ 
a more reaSle minimum.is 10^ (vMch I Propoaed to ^ 1972^^ort) 
and for a^^g between 10-29?6 the, selections of the^deposito^ 
Sad bHv^ted on an individual basis. ^^f^^^^Wo 
has also recommended that in addition there ^uld g a list of basic 
items which every depository must select, such as *b%5J;j2fi S-S- 
Go^rnmenf >bnuS. CodB SlIS^SS^ MSSiS^^" I agree fully 
with this proposal. J 

■ ' question 24, I adced the regional °f J°^^?if 

statistics of their disposal operations, and if J *° ^TmU 

any statistics available. Six libraries reported tha* t^ey kept sucn 
Ztistics, but the statistics which were ^^^J'^,'^^^* P^^^p 
Sy useful data. Thirty one regionals reported that they do not keep 

statistics on disposal operations.. 

In Question 25, J asked fbr comments on other policy and/or prob- 
lems ^JgSlS ^s^sal operations. Since the co-ents were 
varied, I have e:rtracted and printed them ff^Pf^^^^'^ay 
Some of them may be of interest to °^«^^^^SiPpal lib^ri^. or^ay 
provide some materials for other researchers ^^JidXig on this topic. 



ERIC " 



' 33 - 

m. ISTERLlBRAHif LOAM 



Tha, Depository Library Act of ^962 requires that p|^onaldepo^- 
tories 4tMn the region served will provide i^^^^i^ ihrdiS^^ 
ere^e oervice, and assistance for ^epojitoiy lib^i^s ^rS^^ 
of wivaated Government puhlications" . "I^s *?f 
depository libraries" may leave a reasonable doubt whether ^f °^/ 
^StoSes are required to provide i^^erlibrary loan -^^^^^jf, 
2eivice only to other depositories in their region, °f *° 
iefand citizens. In his Instructions to Depository Libraries, the 
^^tenlent ^f I^ouments provides the following in^^^^^^/^;^ 
"mhin the region they serve, designated regional ^epow-tories must 
«SvldA interlibrary loan and reference service 'to designated deposi- 
irrT^^onSeSSoiy libraries". I do believe this rej^^^^^ 
is WaSited by a strict interpretation of the law, or'^he legislative 
intent as shown in the reports and hearings. 

However, as a practical matter regional depob:^.ories generally 
provide^JekSrarTloan service on government documents to 
SSS^^which ^ly -«,t^^*Sf P-gS: for 

Interlibrary Loan Office of the parent library.. 

=Bs^ef^?«.r/ji^— in °s 

response is shown below: 



) 

ILL DOCS 



Off Off Comb . 

a. Request from depositories sent Wreceived by 27 1 1° 

b. Requests from depositories processed by •••••••'r'* " ^ q 

c Reque^s from non-depositories sent to/received by. 28 1 9 

d. Requests from non-depositories processed \by 2^ 5 

e. Identification, search, retrieval by 31 5 2 , 

f. Mailing of documents by ,i » ^ , 0 

g. Follow up on overdue documents by « 

in question 27. I asked what f " ^»^3i,S°Sd°" 

interlibSary loan for clientelle, loan period, type of material and 
others. With respect to restrictions on clientelle, ^ostall 
i^^o^s^swered "none", although ^H^.^^^Se^. f e^ Sbrar- 
anSrers vdiich are undoubtedly observed by the others, i.e, to liorar- 
ies only, and provided ALA guidelines are followed. 

«^+>, T^m«ct to restrictions on the loan period, th<»se ranged from 

5 weeks (5). 4 weeks (5). one month (9). 5 weeks (l), and 6 weeks U 
regional) . 
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With reapect to restrictions on materials, the following types 
of publications were reported: reference woiics (6 regionals), rare 
volvimes (5), Census materials (4), heavily used (3), current itensC 2), 
Congr esflional Record (2), old serial set volumes (2), any serial set 
volSe (2), itld^i (2), U.S. Cod£ (2). and following one mention 
eachi kderal Register , loose leaf F^blications, anall publications 
which can be copied, easily lost materials, special collection 
materials, and reserve books. Thus, regional libraries do not believe 
that the law requires them to loan every depository publication in 
their collection. They beUeve that reasonable restrictions can, and 
should be placed on interUbrary loan, and that these restrictions 
should be aome^Aat comparable to those placed on regular library 
materi.als in the AI-A guidelines. They believe that interlibraiy 
loan shauld be restcricted to older and/or Uttle used materials. 

With resDect to other interUbrary loan restrictions, seven 
regionals mentione?. "for use in the borrowing library only" . However, 
several remarked ihis restriction is placed only on °«rtain types of 
materials which mi^t be loaned, such as -valuable material" or serial 
set voltmies. 

\ The topic ol' local circulation is closely allied lu interlibrary 
loto. In duestior. 28', I asked if U.S. government diKJuments are 
ci^ated locally, Lid if so what restrictions- are placed on such 
loads, i^rty regionals reported that they allow government documents 
to circulate; tbwe regionals >Mch are academic libraries do not. 
wltf SSect'to restriSions on clientelle, ^^.^"^ 
restrictions, other than (I assume) the implied '^f *Lns on 

ized borroweJ« of the parent library only. Hho ^°*^^^te 
authorized boxzi^wers in academic libraries is to exclude f 
students and to limit loans to staff, faculty, and graduate students. 
State libraries generally restrict loans to state en^loyees and 
government agepcSs. Althou^ none .of ^^^^^^^^^f 
W restxictions, it is suspected they probably limit such loans to 

adult patrons. 

With respect to restiittions on the' loan period, these r^ged 
from 3 dayrS rejonal) to 1 semester (3 acadanic library regionals). 
The loanperiods reported by the other regionals were: 1 week (5 
?;^;^s^Tweeks"l4), 3 '-meks (4), 4 wedcs (5 , one month (.), 
5 weeks (1), 6 weeks (l), and 8 weeks (1 regional;. 

The restrictions onVirculati^n of materials are similar to those 
for iSerUbSiy loan. £e following were reported: reference woiis 
fl7 SSonal^)7ce^ materials (4), serial set (3), older materials 
2),^S^i; (2)r^tatutes (2) U.S.' Code (2) , and the following 

Tele^tZ each: ilps, Congression^ R^. ¥^«^^^;eS^^e 
volumes, easily lost materials, heavily "used materials, laws, reserve 
Z^TlAle^aUonB. With respect to other restrictions, onestate 
U^^y^porSd that it copies excerpts from reference books free for 
state enployees in lieu -of lending such books. 
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" in queetioxr 29, I '«ked whether '•«^<'^i2^;"!^° ^J^'t^ 
year. 

tloa to defadn, ho» «d> of » "id^t .ff.ot the 

piwrtsion haa plaood laglona *Worit«lM, "^"^^ provision 

has had on the selection policies *T -elections if they 

expected that some depositories would reduce ^•g/^^*^^^^^ Zm 
were assured they could horror ^i^^^^v^^ ?t^-^ ei^SeTtS sobs 

a region^ ^«^ir2;reSelL°i^ s^lS^r^ of^^^^ ite-. 
depositories >iould increase toeir ^ ^ ^ after 

relel^.'S^afMtiS^^^^ ^^y ^e had passed «^ 

S L^ tW could horrov the publications later if needed for 
research or historical purposes. 

70 T ludced for other policy acd/or prol?l«Jns rfff».'dln« 
In question 30, i. asKea xor uvuw* i~ * v&ri»d mi asain 

M. 
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VIII . HEFEHEHCE SEEIVICE ^ 
•Phe Depository Libraiy A#t of 1962 reqtiires regional depositories 

UteSies , Revised July 1974 the Superintendent of ^^^J «e^^^^ 
Zt^-t- •,>ofA-rftnr>P ne-nrlce Butft 1» provided to deaigriated depository 

^no^^SeSSlS iS^^^ '^'r^'^^^Z Stl"^'" 

tl^nThave specificmTd^ned reference service in 

the added responsibilities of regional depositories. One 
ciates "refeSnoTservice" with assistance t° ^^'^^^^^ JJ^^^^' 
rather than to libraries. With respect to re^onal depositories, . it 
JSeSs the emphasis should be placed on "s^'^^e" rather than on 
"reference" It has therefore come to mean any additional assistance 
^ch^rr;gioLf depository can fun>ish vdthin its available resources 
to the other depositories in its area of responsibility. • 

When viewed in this context the implementing Instructions provide 
two examples in Section 2 of such |ypes of assistance which are not 
specifically mentioned in. the Act : 

"A representative from the designated Regional 
• should make periodic visits to the various depository libr^es 
S the State or region in order that they may be familia^ with 
the operations and needs of the depository libraries whom they 
serve in^his capacity". 

"Regional depositories in concurrence with the Superint^ent 
of Documents may prepare guidelines and issue any epeciax instruc- 
tions which they deem necessary for the efficient operation of 
de^itories within their jurisdiction and ^^h will enable the 
library to better serve the needs of the comnunity where it is 
situated" . - 

Periodic Visits 

The main programs by which regionals provide additional assistance-* 
are periodic visits and workshops. ~ Since the Superintendent of Docu- 
S^ts SllScliSd a question on the. 1971, Biennial Survey reg^ 
periodic visits-{it did not appear again in 1975). and the Apjil 1975 
£aft revision of th^ Instructions to Depository Libr^es inc^^f 
abatement that regional depositories are "expected" to make periodic 
visits, I included several questions in my survey on this subject. 

In dueatibn 52, J asked how- many depositories a representative 
from the regi^ial had visited since the library became a regional 
d^sitorJt^Cnty seven regionals reported that they had visitedat 
least onf selective, depositor^-, for a total of 232. depository li^es 
viSted! ?n three smaller states all of the 17 depository libraries^ 
eaS hsk been visited at least once, and in one of t^ese states had been 
visited twice. In fo-or of the larger states, over twenty depository \^ 
libraries had been visited at least once in each state. ^ 

In response to Question 35, twenty five "regionals repor^ that 
during ttie past two y'ears they had visited a total of 15I depository 

40 
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libraries located at the follovfing distances; up to 25 miles - 52; 
26-50 miles - 2ji 51-100 miles - 26; 101-150 miles - 28; and over 
150 miles - 22. ^ 

In view of the Superintendent of Documents statement in the April 
1973 draft of the Instructions to Depository Libraries that regional 
depositories are "expected" to make periodic visits (changed to "should 
make periodic visits" in the July 1974 Revision) I asked in question 34 
whether regional depositories should be required to make such periodic 
visits without being provided financial support from the federal govern- 
ment for the added costs. Thirty one regional librarians replied "no , 
and only five replied "yes". I also asked for conments on this ques- 
tion. Extracts have been reprinted in Appendix N. 

Inspections and Standards 



The next three questions on the survey dealt with the related 
topic of inspections and standards, tfany depository librwians have 
felt for a long time that there should be a crack-down on the l^ige 
number of depositories vbo are wasting valuable designations . &n 
Illinois State Library survey in 1971 showed that 996 of theglllinois 
depositories had selected IO96 or less of the items offered, 4^ 
of them had selected fewer than 2% of the available depository items, 
-mess results are similar to the Powell Beport of 1956 camdss^d^ 3 
the House conmittee considering revision of the depository library law. 
©xat earlier survey reported that 12% of the depositories had selected 
fewer than 1096 of the available items, and 24% had selected fewer than 
25?6. Documents librarians have also criticized the Superintendent of 
Documents for not conducting an active and thorou^ inspection program, 
and for not taking more positive action on tejaninating the status 01 
undeserving depository libraries. The S\q)erintendent of Documents 
-pre^oualy had authority and responsibility to conduct inspections, 
and the Depository Library Act of 1962 codified these into an "inspec 
tion" provision as follows: 

"The Superintendent of Docments shall make first hand in- 
vestigation of conditions 'for vMch need is indicated and Include 
the result' of investigations in his annual report. Vhen he 
ascertains -:hat the number of books in a depository Ubrary is 
below tsn thousand, other than Government publications, ^as 
cear>ed to be maintained so as to be accessible to the public, or 
th/it the Government publications ^ch have been furnished the 
library have not been properly maintained, he shall delete the 
library from the list of depository libraries if the library ^ 
fails to correct the unsatisfactory conditions within six months". 

7.'wo groups with the same chairman, and some'^of the same members 
(ALA Ad Hoc Conmittee on the Depository Librkcy System, and the De- 
pository Library Council to the Public Printer) have expressed con- 
cern about these problems and have made certain reconnendations. In 
its report to the AU Council in July 1974, the Ad Hoc Committee on 
the Depository Library System reconmended that regioml depositories 
"shoTild- assume the responsibiUty of conducting periodic inspection 
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of depository liUrariesin their areastb insure - compliance >dth natW 

atandSde^^nd that th^ should be provided financial fJP^J* *° f '^f' 

Sese^ the other additional responsibilities mentioned in the Act. ^e 

S^tory Library Council to the Public Printer has formed two commit- 

?l!^1eSL^ SSctiveiy vith inspections, and stand^s.^ Ibe Inspection 

C^?t^lf<^^ed tSt the superintendent of ^^J^^f « • 

inspection responsibility, and that the GP^ ^HoS^SL^- 

clSe a representative from the regional depository and 

brarian from another depository of .the same\si2e and/or type °^ 1^^^ 

a^depository being inspected. Hean^le, t^^^ Superintendent of^ 

Documents is finally establishing a formal l^specxion pro^^ has 

Seated two librarSn spaces in the Library and Statutory J^^^^^^ 

service as depository library inspectors. An 

to make unannounced visits. One such visit was made t° 

depository in Maryland. Following that visit subsequent unannounced 

Sdfrr2^°^^^^^^^^^^ 

fiSe^^ti^CTrLpr^^ 

tSl^c^or; become'more familiar vith depository lib^ 
an^ S?L«>sitory Library Council has developed a ^uita^ chemist 
^rporating miSmum standards they may then J«'^'=\''i?ftnoSe at 
SSfreco^nd that qualifications for inspectors 

least five years experience at a depository library with a large aepar- 
ate documents collection. 

\ In view of the recommendations of the ALA Ad Hoc Conmittee on the 

b^^^^a;SS^ihe ide^ nine did not. However the c^^J*^ 
w^added (see Appendix M) indicated that those who do not favor the 
proposition have stronger feelings on the subject. 

in view of the activities of the I>«P°fi*°^,^^^,^'^^L*:he/ 
-dTvUo Printer I asked regional librarians in question 36 i^the/ 
S^oSd^'stSfsSU :f LtioSl standards for Wo^iWes 
-Siirty tw3 favored the proposal! five did not. X ^^^^^ffL*^^ 
rS^ist of items ^ch rd^it be incMed in such standards as 
?oS^ lu^herTpersonnel (25 favor); qualification of documents 
pers^el (29 favor) rmininnm number of depository it^ ?i 
fa^ liLt of specific items required ' to be selected by all de- 
positories (21 favor). ^ 

With respect to the minimm number of items wMch ^deposito^ 
nmst ^lect border to retain depository^ status, / P^^^^^^^J^ 
survey four options: IO56 (4 favor); 2C9i -.1 favors); 25% (20 ^a.vo»h or 

:S^pe^Sn?^ (4 su^^ions). T^e ^grU^'^e'^rdS^ 
5OJ6 minimm item selection, and one recommended 40?6. The Sta^s 
cSnittee of the Depository Ubrary Council has recommended 2^ as 
aSum item selection criteria. It is also developing a list of 
^Sred items which every depository library should select. 

4Z 
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My own reconmendation vdiich I made inmy earlier report is that 
tiiS rZl ^ should be 1096 item selection, end that for fy«^« ^*^f " 
w!2»rSraSections of the library should be evaluated to detemxne 
irtSsr^equately derve the needs of the depository' s area. Thus in 
iLl+Tnr,^ T flS^ed "if the retention of depository status is contin- 
J^f i?Sn^ ev^Uon oflhfiSis selected and maintaizied by a de- 
%ltZ, So SSd make thia evaluation?" Ohree <*°f/« ^.^^gte 
Sd thf^esponse was as follows: regional depository (25 favor), state 
library agency (5 favor), or GPO (8 favor). 

Voifc shops . 

The principal method by which re^onal depositories provide general 

assisSJcel^ Active depositories is by ^I'^l^Sf ^ ^^J^- 
m^ftthion I asked them if they had conducted cr sponsored aiiy wonc 
Tps "selLLr^o^erences, o^similar events J-^-f^^-^s 
two vesra. Fifteen r«gionals repUed that they had, ana 22 «gion^s 
S MbS of th^had conducted only one woricshop; one ^nal 

cSted «gioMl depositories: one for ^Jf^Joi^. 
public libraries and high school libraries. 

Printii* Office, or from a federal "°i?^ti„ afternoon the 

issuing X ^upa -^Sshopa") 

asaanbly io iwoally liroken dom int° ™^ mch as selection and 

*ioh discuss specific topics ^ ^ ^liopeiation. 

acquisition. ^T^Sts "llectinnr Each , 

organisation, «>d '^J^^'^^^ of the depositories or 

'^■^fSTSS of S» «SS?a Senary of the major problems 
SS^d 4\ir.wo2;sLfp .is^a^g~^^^ 

^J^roafl^-sSTfrfed^^^^™^ 

r^hiTroJ:^^'^-^-""'^ -^^^^^^^ 

Other Aasiatance / 

.0 itrdrsit-rP^cSsrTyl^^^^^^ 

=rrt^°^;Jo:rK^^^^^ 

that they did, and twenty one ^P^^^ ^/these librarians 

analysis of the comments vdiich were added by many of these iior^ir 
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indicated that aueh aasiatsnct ia usually P^r^J^J^^fTw w'l^t^ 

seven librarians specifically cemented that they tod not 
Sen asked This report is disturt)in«. On the one hand reg-onal 
Cs?Sri;s ^ir^e a greai^^iMtiative in providing this im- 
p^SSt SAce. on the other band, regular ^epositorie should take 
!Jvanta«e of the services vhich regionals are uniquely °aP»^l« 

lather than blindly making selections of 
ai^duired to accept and retain all items, it would he worthwhile for 
S^n^^Uhrarians to visit their regional Uhrary order to see 
S h^ the number and types of 1^^!^°^*^°^ ^J^.^iJi^* ^^if ^ 
seSct certain items. If the regional is tco distent^ they 
plan 'to visit the nearest large research library which i«^,?^P?f 
Mo^ research libraries select a hi^ percentage of the available items. 

in question 42. I asked regional librarians if they felt the intent 
> of tt^D^pository Ubrary Act was that regional depositories ^ould 
provide assistance^a) only to "^ther depository libraries ^the^ 
rerion. or (b) to 4l libraries in the area served by the regionax. ^ 
^^S eJrfit chose (the latter or more liberal int^retation of the 
IX^^ sevenWincluding myself) chose the dore ^trict^ter- 
p^teSon. I had included this question siBce I hid ^e 
?rcm w previous survey and visits that the intent of «ie A«t is ^ 
terpieta^ed differently by different types °f l^^F^J^' ".^^ 
L «+ate libraries accept the more liberal interpretation as 

?L^ric^ inSretltion are from state libraries and the other five 
librarians are from university libraries. 

It subsequently turned out that the Superintendent of Documents 
also ^a:c:rs Meral ™gtion ^J^f ^ Ing^ J^F 
T)ository Libraries. J^^f ^^^^ i^Ji.^" that reSoSl depositories 

here. >v * 
In qXtion 42. I asked the regional librarians to indicate v^t 

heen extracted and printed in Appendix P. r : 
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In the laat part of the survey, I again attempted to get so»e 

rtatir^c. on their doc««nt. operation. ?;„i^ti?'^:^nta 
,.^l.r. 4" to "nft'Jff.^SrtS c:Sr«.nnSS with «««iring, 

goramKnt iocmenta Oxm 'tjjf ~!^" ^f^T) and' ^Ire often res- 
'^•,*'"'->?^Sr'o?it£S ««^nt io^.nt/« «U (lo»i, 

/ ' loreign, B«* materials, newspapers, and microfonas;. 

Caps. i!^"te thosi costs vhich are associated 

SrictrSi'Sls^tSi JSu^^ 0^ • f f,*^, , 

directly witn ^q-. » regional acquire that it mi^t 

'T?f if ^eraSTctiirioi^^^^ " " ^ 

U «^L'LrS.5i:f tr^taJn ?:^ent coUection^^w 
interlibraiy loan requests does it process due to regional status? 
^/oi^S^«^ the l>sts to process disposal requests? 



Legislative History 



the Hou« >==fl-<?,f;:^57 W58 o^^ 

« «c.pti« ^fJ^^J^^in^ll^'^ Sn' 
»ror1^t»^ SiL^'«^1o Uon.1 d-po^i- 
torie8« Why? 

u »^^^^iurto*2:srSd"rSs \z rss or 

wuXd to« r«plr«d thi »«*2~.r!„IS^SblU«tiooi7 Wl other de- 
20 yem t» copies of .Kih » S^StrSeO ihls 10 years. Wlt- 

po Jtorie. r^rrj:51:.JJS.S^ra''r.^onal 
nesses ~I"»?*?ff ^^ain most go«inDent publications 

(or Z two copies of all depository 

^iSirhe«« r^rssntis°Sd:i t« thr^e*,... 
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tsndent of Doconsnts would proyide . regional depositories "micro- 
f^le of certain depository publications vithin ^^^^ 

oJ^SSable^ropriations-. The iat«nt of 

the federal g^n-ent would provide microcopy f*°*i*^*«^i,°^^^ 
and/or less used doawents (particularly voluodnoua »J*Jfi*^^»^. 
that regionals could conserve stack space and reduce their ejenses. 
This wafapparently inserted to offset the added costs to regionals 
for assuminf* added responsibilities. 

However, the Public Printer strongly ,°'^%!^°^ij|ifi?f 
costs,^ and influenced the deletion of *hi8 provision from thebm.^e ^ 
libr^ representatives made no objections to this ^P^^Jj 
becaS thJy had achieved their major goal from l«fi«i*^'^-^!*^ 
the nvnber of congressional designations from 1 to 2 ••J 
tative and senator. They had also pushed throu^ oyer^^ 
jeotions of the Public Printer the non-a>0 P^^li^^^J^^lf^^S' 
Thus a compromise was made. Bie Ubrarians came J^t even^ ^ir 
battles with the Public Printer: won one, and lost one. ^ 7 
Se^ subsequently int«,duced a microfom f^J^'^l^^^J^^ 
This plan, >&ich has not yet been implemented, was ^^^^^T^ 
ter v! It is concerned only with current, ^^f^^J^^f'^^^^ft' 
and does not include plans for retrospective^ filming, or filming oi 
collections of older documents. 

Recent Bevelowhents 

After laying dormant for seme years, the 
suxnjort to the depository library system was raised at the 197^ ala 
Sfco^erence in ChSago during June 1972 by a ^^J^^lnj publisher 

^Sj^e conBSciSrLdexes and oP^g^ibliographic services which 
are not provided by federal agencies. 

At the ALA Midwinter Conference in WaahiJi^rton during January 1975, 

S"«3itoxy libraries, e,d other necessary to 

implement the basic provisions of the 1962 Act . 

At the ALA Annual Ck)nference in Las Vegas during Jme 1975, the 
CWUee br^^ Us scope of activities without S«f 
i?ita charter. It changed its name to delete "financial Support and 
Sli!d 2S? ihe AdloTcommittee on the Depoaitorsr Library System. 
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The Ccsamittee suhmitted an interim report which aaked ALA Council to 
adopt a resolution "to expresa concern over the need for adeqtiate 
financial aupport for the depository flyatem and review of depository 
legislation thxou^ a letter ftcm the ALA President to the Joint Cojg 
mittee on Printing: reqtiestlDg oversi^t hearings on these matters'* • 

The report of the Comniittee was submitted to ALA Council at the 
Midwinter Conference in Chicago during January 1974. It proposed a 
grmdioBe oheme for a National Depository Library with responsibility 
for y Avoiding canplete bibliograidiic control over all government 
"publications** produced at govexnment expense , and for firee depository 
distribution not. oxdy of printed publications produced at government 
expense, but also "slides, films, machine-readable data files, re- 
cordings, maps, audio tapes, and video tapes". The definition of 
"publications" as used in the report includes thes? other non-print 
materials. Tiiscussion and action on the report by ALA Council was 
postponed. 

!Rie same report, slightly modified with editorial improvements, 
was again submitted to Council at the ALA Axsnual Conference in New 
yoxk during July 1974. (reproduced as Appendix C) The report was 
quiokly passed by Council Without ' debate. Why?-considerdLng the ^massive 
changes recommended \Aiich would be quite expensive? Because of a long 
string attached to it in the form of added recomaendatlons by the ALA 
Legislative Coomittee >Aich requires the Ad Hoc Comittee to ccmm up 
vlth ^cifics and hard facts, not just glowing generalities. It 
reqidres the Committee to make a comprehensive and detailed stoxdy of 
the existing depository system to substantiate the need for change, 
to develop estimates of costs to implenent the drastic dhanges recom- 
aesxled, and to cite specific sections of the law \Aich must be changed 
to implement the reccwmendations. The Committee had not made such a 
comprehensive study before submitting its recommendations, and had in- 
dulged mainly in **brain-storming*^, in compiling a "wish-list**. 

Althou^ the C<»smittee was charged specifically with suggesting 
revisions to the Depository UbraxyAct of 1962 which is codified as 
chafer IJ, Title 44» S*S. Code, it made ma»y repoanendations lAich 
concern (aPO*s respcziaibllities for bibliograidiic control of federal 
doctisents which are contaizu^d in chapter IJ, Title 44* Its recom- 
mendations to provide all types of ncn-paSnt materials (as well as 
nDn-(a?0 printed publications) throu^i the depository distribution 
aystem, and provide bibliographic control over them, would require 
revision of an unknown number of sections of the U.S. Code affecting, 
the Library of Congress, National Archives, National Technical Inxor- 
• mation Service, and a large number of other Yederal agencies. Im- 
plementation of its reconmendations would also prove expensive to the 
taxpayers, althoii^ the argument mi^t be made (as it is for other 
worthy causes) that it would be less expensive than a few B-1 Bombers 
or aircraft carriers. But how many B-1 Bomber or aircraft carrior 
equivalents can we afford? 

With respect to reconmending financial support (its prima ry 
reason for exist^ence) the CcHmnittee did not forget the needs of the 
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regional* depositories. However, it almost forgot f'^'Pj-^f 
feSaitixy library system in general, and ^^^^^'^^^t 
libraries in particular. Such libraries would, of course, benefit 
SoTSe increased availability of a wider range and If ^"^^"^^ 
"pSlications" issued by federal agencies; but the only other bwefits 

frthem would be provision of -o^^^^f.J^'^Z'^l^f' ^"Z^ 
(such as CIS indexes) which they presently have to ^^^'^l^ 
Se also recommended that depository 1^^^^"^^? f^t^^^^S^ 
microf om reading equipment withixx the proposed ^^^^^^^^^^^g ^ 
Drolect GPO had not included such a provision in its plan, ana \ 

projecx. uru "uo jm _ . ^ Yi&Td to understand when \ 

strongly opposed such a P^^i^°^%.fi,^^%fSe savings to be gained ^ 
one of the main selling points of the Pl^^^f *^!^f Srd copy publi- 
hy subst™ inexpensi^e^^^^ ae- 

do if they were furnished reading equipment, by the government. 

traiiliiw programs to Sfl^onio th^o p«ao?lted ly the 

f2rSaerJhe lioad-brella of ■■teferenoe service". 

However, ^ doc^ents UWens -^^J^^- J-^^f lSd*° 

ijivvxw<i, rt.p /iPTio*d.torv collections. J, agree wiwi 

raaintenanpe and servicing °5^^^P°^;°'^^^ t-aaons generally given 

ir. the amml appropriations hemiiws it providea^on^ss « 

av<-i«e coat per depository hased only on the added °°"=L!,J " 

?he iSitiojal depository p«l>lications a -J^^^ 

rfvrrh^kooSs-Sn-tsnr/^^^^^^^ 

^lyTn SrSir -niSSnr^n^e^^^af :f & per 
depository per year was reported. 

However, this argument has several serious f feniilre 
to^ librae system has always .J^/f,^^^^:^:^?^ S such a 
between the federal government and ^J^^.^t^J^d^^^Sn^'g^s some- 
venture, each P^^^«^ 1 df J^hSTthat 
thing of equal value (hopefully) in ^^^JJ^-^^J^^" ^^gt depositories 
libraries axe getting short changed f *f automatic distribu- 
did not get these. depository publications ^^^^^ °^^^*°^f ^hem one 
tion (i.e. standj.ng order) ^^^y /^i,*^,^?.^ ^h^y now incur as 
way or another, and at far greater e^ense ^^^Jf ^^^^"^^^li^tions 
depositories. They would not only have to pay lor i, y 
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(if indeed they axe arable as sales pubUcations, %Moh »a«y J^^S" 
W^blicatlL, are not), but they vould also have admlniatr^ 
ti^ Ssts to order and process vouchers for^sales ^^Jf?* 
to obtain bibliographic and ordering information on these 
other publications vhich are not (ffO sales ^^*!i,ver 
Zb uiioar raised «hen the United^Naticns vrovoae^ ve^i^^^J^^^'' 
of depo^Ses in this country. Existing depositories vere more 
?h^ Sui^to Sar the expense of maintaining a depository collation 
^^e pS?ilege of receiving free Pu^^Ucations. ^ese^r^ l^r^es 
^ch are not U,N. depositories purchase most U.N. °" ^^e 

Sanding prder and are envious of tJ^i^J^l^^i^J^" ^1 J^si^^y 
.same publications free. There is also the added ^f/°\|?!Lj!! 
Slectio«s, particularly at acadmic If JJe^e of^f 

are not public libraries, are maintained primarily for the^e oiw 
SKW'foin clientelle - students and faculty, etc, - 
for^S Wit of the general public. With the recent 
"freedom of information" the federal government, on tne ^f^*.^' 
n^^Snlvifinterested in providing a convenient ^f^-^^^^afional 
can make its publications ^vailabl^ to the public. J^^^^ 
Ubra^ netwo^ and re™ provide ^^f.^^^J^ J/f^^^^ JTa 
pose. Thus, it is^ll^*" ^^l^o not think the federal government 
K.°cLSrStS;r LlhJs cooperative venture. 

T +v,.;«v +>ifl.+ financial support for depository libraries 
However, I think that iinanciat ^oTvmitorv library system: 

is needed to fulfill the basic purpose of *^%^^J°£:°^^;Sle 
ta make documents available "^^^^f ^^'ir^^lsSS^f 
«m,u^ut the countzy. . f "f^^'^,^%£?^TaLluS^se is to sup- 
library in the P«'«^V^* * ^SttJori^us^ The authorization 
port higher education (certainly f ^J*°SJ^'(i e federal libraries, 
f^r various categories of «P«°i^l f^^^S^^iHeii; io SSe the major 
state appellate cou^ '^^^f^^nt s^e S^tric^I have five or more 
purpose of the systemo f;;^^f"JeSrwith strong collections. On the 
depositories libraries, many of these ^Jt; "J have no de- 

otSr hand, 58 districts ^^blem Jj^s^ce ofgeographi- 

positoiy library, -mere is a^ f « 1 SS^ul conSm about 

cal access to depository libraries. There is a ™ ^^^^^e. Perhaps, 
• depositories which select too ^J^l^f ^« ^"J^^^^J^/iSntlia, and 
they need^financial support so that ^^^^ ^^'^^^Ji^^k should 
seiiice a vu^Sal collection. . I also think any ^^J^jSlJ/thi-s-iaay 
be provided initially only *° Pf^^^^.i^S^^^^ 

S::3iriibS?:st:tC^^ l^To ^ose of the deposito^. 
library system. 

1962 aa expressed in the «'if \g2^|i§!^if tS^Ji^JSSrts on 
the superintendent of "^j^^con^^la^fwhen thejr accepted 

"^""^ 'tS:t*T/r:SS^ iepfsJtols "Should make periodio visits" 
regional status. It regionaj. i^y phould be nrovidfd financ.-- al 

to tl-t^aepositories in t^i^f-J ^fS°S^vel Senses, and also 
rr^pen^sarforlS'tS awX. re^ax duUes ^ the 

regional librarians to make these visits. 
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I subscribe to the philosophy that the basic pirpose O;- 
posit^rTli^Siry «y»tem i\to make govenment d°°7«^«^^S^ts 
of diaSe to^e Anierioan>ople. Every <^°«f °^°°^„t^£°*ei? 
autS^d tvo designation^for depository libraries for tMs very^ 

purpose. '(I .dll disco^ .^K^lT ^lll^g^ uirSTes 

ies, state appellate /^Xf ?o'dSateT K. all citizens 
since their basic purpose is o^n to debate.; -^"^ ?t nbraiy 

located in a congressional ^«*^l°\^°Saif .^^osuS^^ 
•vhich used a representative desi^tion ^^J^^es. 
able to them. B:' pmvi.din^ ^'f^S^^f'f '^^^^^^^ SfSu^sin 
the regional 2P-i*°^345:f3^?;S K^it S^e^or eerves 

srcit-rst^^s rr" is ^i^^^ not 
Sg^ti^n^^^^^^^^ 

for serving the citizens ^V°"^?nf l^^he h^^t^s on the Deposi- 
tricts? This ^oint was notjrougt up - J^-/™^ ^..^nt of the 
tory Lxbraiy Act of 1962, ^^^-^^ "° the slack in those 

Act is for the regional depositories to take up xne ^^ion 
.districts. If this is the intent of ^1^! f an^added re- 

by the superintendent of ■i^^'^^^^^'-'^^^^^'ubSri^s'L^ regional 
^rement vhich had not been ii^^^SSTbe pro^^d 

^sponsibilities. In that °-^;^fJ^°3^S,"^^Mtiea. I would 

responsibilities of depository status. 
Added Costs for Regionals 

in question 43, ^ -^r^lS^^^^ 
available depository '-^J^^ Z^A fSm 7^ for three regional de- 
aB a regional. The response ranged from fajxo HLonaXs. The 

pos^trxles to 10056 (or "all" depositories) for "J;"^^^°Q^;oncluded 
^:Sage icem selection was -PPf^^lo Lc^l aS itims diTnot place 
that the requirement for a regional ^ ^ ^f the 

too great an added burden on -^^^^"^^^def^Satlhe requir^neht 
• survey on retention PfJ^oL^^/pSl^^icns permanently hod like- 
^se^ lls^eT^^VTi^e?^^. on regional depositories. 

in question 44, I f^^J ^^^^^^^^^^^ 
of items) they would not select ^oth parts of the 

^BPect to t„ea or ^S'^^^^Stir r!-eSSJ:'orr^ 
regional Irtxariana S^atlona. Federal Be.™ Wenttfi- 

e=SfofoJdrarS"»,SX1xrPublS«ons. teO^cal .anu^a. 
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itew regulations, and mili+Aiy magazines. Other groups^of "^os vMch 
ieS^nSf^oned several tiines include agricultural and "^^dical publica- 
Ti^r Se library exp.cesaed this by s^ix^ the lib^ ^SLl 
delete items acquired by the branch libraries (i.e. ASo, medical, agri 
^tuLf a^d ^lel publications). Legal publications v-ere also men- 
SSTly severTo^heca.- such a^ bills, hearings, f ^3^3"^" 
reprints. Sailing dir?.-.tions were mentioned twice «^<i lig^it lists 

?;clmSar?eport3 and research reports were li^^ed once each. 
^^leS publications were mentioned twice, ^ °"^^^"^^^^'!Jod 
small pamphlets, addresses, and news releases. Of J-i^f^fJj ^,f^J^ 
obaervSi^on the GPO microfom program saying it would l^e to delete 
those types of items which it had selected for "nicrofom J? 1^^°^ 
h^r^nTfi e little used materials). Indeed, many of the types 01 
?t:^"sSect;^*l^ for the moxofo^ program appear on 



this Ust. 



The types of items which regionals would like to discard Si^e" the 
ine liypeo ux xu«u^ ^ reri-onals mentioned 

opportunity were generally of the same *yP^ J^^f ^^li-cations were 
pubUcations of the military- services. "^i.^tJe^ed" publi- 

^tioned twice, also medical -^",^^3 S'S^uStio^ thich 
cations were mentioned t^ice Ot^ SSve^clSe: VA^d NASA publi- 
wexe not mentioned in -the ^^f * ^^^f qFR reprints, and super- 

cations. Soil Surveys (except the home state;, ^sa. ■^''i'-^ ♦ 
Sded ck editions, uid Civil Service Commission regulations. 

AC T ooVe<i if since becoming a regional they had 
In question 45, I asked if ations available in order to 

increased the number of copies of P"^li°J*^°"L*y^t and twenty 

that regional depositories f ai1 depositories from 

search) libraries need duplicate copies selectively, ana d 
blanket basis. 

to two poiBtB. «van 1"=^" !^=^ft\r^„Srand five «sional= 
?^Sea and other libraries mi^t e.rchange discard lists. 
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In qx^sticn 47, I acked vdiat additional resoiirces had been added 
(or expended) d\ie to designation as a 3pegional depository i and vMch 
were not due to increases in the number of depository items available 
and/or normal growth of the collection, Veiy few regional libraries 
responded to this question, and the information vdiich was furnished 
did not provide any significant data. I am forced to conclude from 
this that regional depositories wilihjEive a great deal of difficulty 
jxistifying federal financial -upport, if such sv«>port is to be provided 
only to compensate for additional costs incurred by the assumption of 
regional responsibilities (as it should be). 

Getting ;data about the funds vAiich regional deposito3rf.es expend to 
operate* and maintain their documents colleotion may provide inter- 
esting information. But it does not attack the basic problem of the 
added costs for regional responsibilities. Even a look at the data on 
personnel staffing and organization for U.S. government documents ser- 
vice as provided in Chapter IV of this report shows the problems in- 
volved in even isolating the costs for sejrvicing the depository col- 
lection. They alsol show that some library directors place a high 
value on their collection and service, and provide more than a reason- 
able amount of support in the way of staff. On the other hand other 
library directors do not consider that the assumption of regional res- 
ponsibilities is a "big deal"* They continue to be niggardly in their 
support to provide even adequate service to the library's own patrons, 
and least of all to other depositories in the state to ^om only the 
minimum amount of aasistanoe allowed by law is provided. The staffing, 
for example, of academic libraries ranged from 1-3/4 PEE (full time 
equivalent) personnel spaces to TfPffi personnel spaces, including 
librarians, and other etssistants* 
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FOOTKOTES 
CHAPTER I. INTRODUCTION 

Llbkxy Acf^f ,1?62 (College Paiic. The Author, J^je 1972) 

S-en1'« S or the 
Go™f?fi^tiS 0?iicI5: Ssio^^^ III, no.2 (November 

1974), 18-19. (hereafter referred to aa "DttP") \ 

CHAPTER n. PEPOSITORy LIMAgf ACT OF 1262 
1. Public Law 87-579; 76 Stat. 352- Codified aa chapter 19, Title 44, 
U.S. C2de^^^ ^^^^ approved March 20, 1922. 
5. 44 U.S.C. 1905. 

4. 44 u.s.c. 1907. 

I' J's-t&^Bs!'s^St;. Co^ttee on Rules and Aandnistration. 

19?27s?nltt^rt-1587 to accompany H.R. 8I4I. PP. 2. o-7. 
(hereafter referred to as "Sffipt* S J'^^^ L > 

I' ^'v^w'h.R. 10316, 12605, 12606, 12778, and 12933, 92d Congress. 
9: A. 1010, '1780, 3234. and 10415, 95d Congress. . 

il- T^.rV.t' gliS^d'I^VcL^JT^riitle 44, U.S. ^. 

igilS: and senate Report S2Z25S (to accompany 

SSST^ Con^ittee on Printing. ™nt 



f denotftoS 1 iri97r£«^^^^^ -Serial in this 

°p^Stir.hi"r:vi:ei'^^ ^^"^^^'^^.v^:.,. 

honthly G&talog also ecatsinc a list "f^^^g Vcongiessional 
tSiT^bTSSr -Hie JCP list is awanged ''f^^.X^^^ ^IP^^^ 
diStrict within each state, the M^^t^^i^J^'Ji^r^des in- 
betically by city or town within each ' J^^/^g^" tion as a 
fomation on type of designation used, and date of designatio 

depository. 

u'^sT-ltrinJI^dent Of Bocu^^^ Instn^ to Bensi^ 

Libraries, Revised AP'^J1^974, P.^ instructions dealing with 

Key passages and sections in tne ^^^^t"!, . ^a Appendix B. 
regional Lpositories have ^^^^^^f ,^,,TsnSstretl^. Hea^'i-^'. 
19. U.S.. Congress. House. Connu^;-^ °" ^ .qti perintenden'c 

S^.- ^ niirtribution of Govgxgmgnt Publicatio ISL ^ 

ff pSc^nts . 84th Coi^aa, 2d aeiiion, 1956, PP. 4 U, 
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20. H.R. 12118, 84th Congress i introduced by Wayne L. Hays, Ohio. 

21. American Library Association, Report of the Ad Hoc Connittee 

on the Depository Library System , dated 7 July 1974 and Reconmendationa > 
f ^ M^^f^^^r^ fitted 11 JToly 1974. ^ ^ 

f itl7i-jSn97ri?W3/74 ALA council Itocument #75) (Hereafter 
referred to as " Report- of the ALA Ad Hoc Committee") 
2Z. Senate Report ?5--1255 » P. 54. 

23. JgP- Government Depository Libraries , p. i. t<v^,^«.« 
24 rnidS^TB^SS^aSdSi^tterson, Ro^ 
(W^shinSont Georgetown Washington- University Medical Center, October 

^^2?!' u'sf congress. Senate. Coionittee on Rules and Administration. 
Hearings, Tjgpggitorg Libraries , 87th Congress, 2d session, 1962, pp. 59 
^rSo! ' ^ggfe? ^if5S;^to as " Senate Hearings , 1262") 

26. .Ibid., pp. 91-92. _ . ■ ^ Q 

27. Instructions to Depository Libraries, 1974» P. 9- 

II' S^'cT^^^op?; "The 'Monthly Catalog and Biblio^phic 
Cont«l^?U.s: G^Sht Publications", Drej^l Ubraxi SSiSSte^. 

^^?prir75r?-5 

iJL^ofl^Ws before the House and Senate Comittees on 
Appropriations. . -conndlttee on Appropriations." Logigative 

Br^^h P^^SS^ for 1261. Qat^ congress, 1st sess.. Report no. 

^^Sk! n!'no. 2 (J^bruary 1974), 6, 10. 

34. Senate Hearings . 1962, p. 68. 

35. Ibid., p. 71. , 

36. Ibid ., p. 62. 

37. Ibid . . p. 21. . 

38. yfFsewsl etter . no. 54 (May 1972); p. . _ ^ ,„„ 
ulfesiiS^House. Comnittee on Appropriations, Hearings . 

^^^^J^f^^ \^r>^^r±^tions for 1261. 87th Congress, 2d sessix^n. 

1962, p. 235. 

■ CHAPTER m. V[lS^mN/mJ2M.^S^^^^ 

WW. "•S^reanaiiine the L^^sitozy Librariec", 
.tLxxni (January 15, 1957), 138-140. 

9 / Letter W. Buckley. Superintendent of Documents to 

Bentl^! iS^ri-. State Historical Society of Wisconsin. 

3 Sgrp!'Le^aJ^. "Ohe Federal Documents Deposito^ ^J'fl^^. 
new Yo-St a New Approach", New York State Library. Bodon^. X7 (April 
1956), 153-154. 

CHAPTER ly. ORGANIZATION 

1. 44 TJ.S.C. 1912. ^ 

2. Instructions to Depository Libraries, p. ». 
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3. S.Rpt. 87-1387, pp. 11-12. 

4. U^Tccai^it'^ House. Committee on House Administration, Hearings , 
Revision of Depository Lavs, 85th Congress, 1st and 2d sessinns, 1958, 
pp. 11, 4 07" (hereafter referred to as "J^ii Hesrinj^., 1258") 

5. Ibid .. pp.l5» 28, 30. 

CHAPTER y. ;R™iTgm POLTCY AND MCRGFORHS 

1. U.S. Superintendent of Documents, Public Documents Hl^if^ ts, 

'^°2.'^ u!s^^sipl^iiteident of Documents, Progosed government Printing 
Office Mcropublishing Pilot Project, October 10, 1974. P. 3. 

CHAPTER VI. DISPOSAL POLICY 

^ 1. Instructions to Depository Li^^i£s.> P'^?- iqvx p^t+ion 
2 john^L^Andri i^,^^ S-S. Government Publication^, 1973 edition 

^looaeleaf). 2 volumes TMcLean, Va«t Documents Index, 1973) ,^ , _ ^ 

SSel W.^ester Ld Marilyn A. Lester, Checmst of ]^ States 
Public^uments , 1789>19.70: Ii^de:xes , 5 volumerTvSSIHfftont United 
States Historical Documents Institute, 1972) >,+v, ^•i+^nn 

4. Mary Elizabeth Pcole, Documents Office Classification, 4th edition, 
(Waahingtoni United State Historical Documents Institute, 1974} 
^ 5. lobert M. Simnons, "Handling Changes Superintend^ of Itocu- 
oents Classification", Library Resources and Technical Services , XV 

^IfteRo^c: 'sS;^opf, "In the Mail: More on smOS% I^, XVI 
(Winter 1972), 95-97. 

CHAPTER VIII . ^^gi^^VICE 

1. Instructions to DgEo^togr Ub^ri^. P. 8. niinois" 
2 Yuri Nakata, ^wfile (Tf Federal Depository Libraries in Illinois , 
ni^ois libraries LIII (June 1971), 431-437. 

if^pl^^oii^'aS-DMkM^^^si^ 

with Reco^endations for Increasing its Effectiveness, was based on 
Si mf^ ^52 depo -ilto^rSHd^-depcsitory libraries to a question- 
SiS^prepared jointly by the House Subcommittee to Study Federal 
Printing ^ Paperworic, Conmittee on House Administration and the In- 
?eSiv?fion-.l pSlic Documents C«iiai^;tee, American Library Association. 
Benjamin E. Powell. Librarian of Duke University (who vas then Chai)>- 
man of the Public Documents Committee) prepared the report together 
with William R. Pullen, University of North Carolina Ubrary. 

5! ^l^^lilfln the activities of the DepositoryTLibr«.y Council to 
the Puilic Printer isb*.sed on my attendance at the open ^etings of the 
council at the Goverment Printing Office, ^f^°^»/rS: ' 
and 30. 1974. Infomation on the earlier actirities of the Council is 
^d in^p^rts made by Council members at meetings of the Govemment 
Documents Round Table during ALA Midwinter and ^1 Conferences. 

6. U.S. Superintendent of Documents, Public Documents H i ^i^ta, 
no. 6 (October 1974), P. 1. 
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CHAPPER IX. jl^AL gINAHCIAL SDPPQCT 

1. House Hearings . 1958 . pp. 30, 31. 41, 50, 79, 83, 85, 87, 98, 
107, 1087183, 184, 187, 202, and 208. 

l\ 1^*91^; 85th^n«re8s, section 7 (published in gouge Hearings , 
1958 . p. 3) 

t S^sf^h 2;u;n 9 (pubUshed in Senate He^. 

1962) ^ 

6. Senate Heartogs, 1962, pp. 60, 7t>. 

7. ^IT "The Federal Government '^^^^{.^f^Kf^ll^^ 
for Micrographics", Jcugi^ of mcroffaphxcs, V (Mgch 1972), 165-lbb. 

8. Schwarzkopf, Regional Ljbia^es and^.jL, P- 

9. DttP . I, no. 5 (Ma? 1975), 3-4. y 

10. 'fttP, I, no, 4 ((September 1973), 11. 

^* "^^'ti S Conareos* House. Conanittee on Appropriations, Hearing s, 
j^^^s^Sh^SSr^^^^* 92d congress, 2d session, 
1972, p. 502. committee on Appropriations, |fea;^, 

rJhJ± gS °r;r.Lriations for Wl. 93d Congress, 2d session, 

^^It ^'m^ilm Buchanan, "U.S. Historical Documents Institute", 
Governnent Pu blications Review, I (Winter 1975), 201. 
^^S^^^ €o regional ' dii^tories with the smallest staff (which 
incLef hfSnlJSity of'Lyland Library) do not ha™parate 
S^en?s unit. The two libraries with the largest staff have a 
separate documents xtnit. 
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QUESTIONNAIRE ON REGIONAL DEPaSITORY LIBRARIES 



Naae. of library: 
Address : 



Name & title of . > ■ — ■ — — ^ 

regional deposi- 
tory librarian: 

PART I - ORGANIZATI ON 

1. Describe your U.S. government documents collection. 

a. Separate. b. Integrated. c. Separate, partially Integrated- 

2. Give a rough estimate in percentages of the number of titles, and ^titAv feet 

of shelf apace occupied within areas lifted below, (ex. Concessional Record 
is a single title but occupies considerable linear feet of shelf apace.) 

Titles Shelf Space 

a. In main separate collection % ^ 

b. Separate collection in branch libraries % 

c. Integrated into collection of Main Library % ^ _X 

d. Integrated into collections of branch libraries Z 

5 Describe organization which services the U.S. government documents collection. 

(Sketch of library organization for documents service would be appreciated) 

^a. Separate government documents department/division. 

Head reports to 

b. Separate government documents section. 

Part of ' Division/Department. 

c. Not a separate unit. Personnel responsible for servicing the U.S. 

government documents collection are assigned to: 



4. 



5. 



The unit and/or personnel primarily responsible for servicing the U.S. 
government documents colldctidn are also responsible for servicing the 
following collections of government documents and/or related materials: 



^State documents* 
JjOcal documents, 
"international documents. 
Foreign documents. 
JMapa 

Legal materials. 



Government sponsored technical 
research reports. 

AEC. 

NASA. 



E RIC. 

Microforms of govt, documents, 



Are U.S. Government documents librarian/unit responsible for: 

a. Receiving and processing shipments of U.S. govts, docs. _yes 

b. . Maintaining holding records (shelf list) for U.S. 

government documents in separate collection(s). yes 

c. Providing reference service on U.S. govt docs yea 

d. Shelf maintenance of documents in separate collection yes 



JiO 
JiO 

no 



ERIC 



17 
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6. If anfver wm "no'* to any part of quaation 5, pleaae Indicate unit or pertonnel 
rasponalbia and eytent of thelv respoMibllltlaa (i.e. la reaponalblllty 
for aarvlclng aeparate documenta collection divided among two or more unlta? 



7» Pleaae Indicate number of personnel asaigned to separate documenta dept/dlv 
(total) with breakdown of personnel responsible for U.S. and other docu*- 
oents. For separate U^S. documenta section, or no separate documents unit, 
complete "U.S. Docs" column only. If part time duty for some personnel, 
compute for Full Time Equivalent (FTE) using fractions If necessary: 

Total U.S. Docs Other Docs 

a. Librarian (professional) ......^ — — ^ 

b. Library assistants (para-prof esslonal) — ^ 

c* Student (or similar) assistants) — — «^ 

8« If other library units or personnel contribute a significant amount of time 
to servicing the depository collection, Indicate FTB or hours per week: 

a. Acquisitions Dept. e. Circulation Dept. 

b. Catalog Dept. ^ f . Stack Dept. 

c. Serials Dept. g. ILL Dept. 

d. 'Reference Dept. ^ h. Other ( ): 

9. Other comments on organization: 

— — _ ^ 

II. RETENTION POLICY 

10. Do you retain bills and resolutions more than two years beyond the close 

of a Congress? yea. no. 

If yes, holding Include: to Congress. 

11. lio you get microform of old bills and resolutions? 

If yes, holding of LC microfilm: ^ to 

holdings of CIS microfiche: ^ to ^ 
other holdings ( ): 

12. Please indicate holdings of microform for following selected U.S. documents, 

and your retention policy for hard ^opy. Retain duplicate hard copy 

all "most some none 

a. Microprint: Serial Set to Cong. 

b. Proceedings of Congress: ^ to Cong. 

c. Federal Register: 19 to 19 * 

d. Patent Ofc. Official Gazette: to 

e. Microprint: Depository pubs 19 tol9 

13. -Ptoiiee list significant specific items, or types of items for which you 

selected microform copy on Part II, Biennial Report of Depository Libraries 



yes. no. 

Congress* 

Congress . 

to Congress. 



14* Other comments on retention policy or GPO microform program: 



;S3 



A-5 ) 
PAKC I^ - DISK)SAL POLICY 

In his Special Instructions to Regional MfgDO sitoriea dated November 7, 1962 
th« Super Intendeat^ of Documents 8U8c»«ted that as a minimum a request by a selec- 
tive depository for permission to discard should Include "current item number, 
series title, «n<i approximate extent of holdings". 

15. Please Indicate whether you require « general or detailed list of holdings 
on discard requests for the categories of Items listed below, (Please 
furnish Instructions to seise tive depositories If available. ) 

a. Numbered publications In series: (ex. BLS Bulletins ) 

Inclusive numbers, or specific number of the publlcatlon(8) 

specific number and title of each publication. 

other (describe): ^ — . 



b. Congressional serial set. 

Inclusive numbers, or specific number of the publlcatlon(8) 

specific number and title of each publication. 
^^^^^^^^^^ other (describe): . , - 

i 

c. Unnumbered or general publications (which have a Guttered book number) 

and numbered publications with complicated numbering system (ex. 
EPA Water Pollution Control Research Series). 

^^^^^ general list only of approximate holdings (ex. hearings and 
connilttee prints, 1957 to 1969, 75 pieces) 

detalledUlst of specific holdings (l»e. book number, title, 

other (describe) : ^ - 

16, After the regional depository has requested (or accepted publicatlrila -which 

, it wishes to add to its own collection, which depository prepares and/or 
circulates the offering list of remaining items? , regional. selective. 

17. Please indicate tu whom the offering lists are sent. If sent to more than 

one category under a or b, please Indicate chronological order. 

a. Other depository libraries in the state (or regional area). 

la the iocal area or congressional district, 

all other depositories in the state (or regional area) 

selected depositories in the statai (or regional area) 

other (describe): / 

b. Ndn-deposltory libraries and educational institutlonlb. 

in the local area or congressional district. V 

selected libraries and institutions statewide. 

other (describe): ........^....^^..............^.^^...^^^ 



18. Are offering lists circulated out-of-state? yes. no. 

If yes, please furnish copy of mailing listO!) if available. 



19. Do you favor exchange of discard lists among regionals? yes. 

Comment: ._ , 



no. 
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20. What policy do you use oa processing requests for offering list it«BS? 

- ::iL^?orauirc"urrff Lte of _ days to submit requests after 

which selection is made without regard to date of receipt. 

c. Other (describe): _____ — ^ — 

21. What reimbursement do you (or your selective depositories) nonpaUy "k? 
a. Postage (or shipping) charges only. 

b. Other (describe): ^_ — — ■ 

22. If a depository has held publications at least five years, and Its request 

satisfies the reglonal's listing requirement, has your library refused to 
allow the selective depository to discard the — J*^* 
Do you feel It proper to deny requests under these conditions? yes. _ 

23. Does your regional require selective depositories to select (or maintain) 

items which they do not desire? y«a. "o* 

24. Do you maintain statistics of disposal operations? yes. no. 

If yes. please furnish any statistics available. 

25. Describe other policy and/or problems regarding disposal: _ 

PART IV - IWTERLIffiARY LOAH 

26. Describe ILL procedures for U.S. documents l4_Q« ^ocbOU C£i±. 

a. Requests from depositories sent to/received by _ 

b. Requests from depositories processed by — 

c. Requests from non-depositor les sent to/received by. 

d. Requests from non-deposltorles processed by 

e. Identification, search, retrieval by . — — 

f. Mailing of documents by — — 

g. Follow up on overdue documents by «... — _ — — 

27. What restrictions. If any. are placed on Interllbrary loans for: 

a. Clientele: — ~~ 

b. Loan period: . . . — _ — „ — ■ 

c. Type of material: . ■ 

d. Other: — — ~~ 

2« Do you circulate U.S. govctnment documents locally? yes. . 

If yes, what restrictions^ are placed on such loans for: 

a. Clientele: - — — — . 

b. Loan period: ... . . ' - " 

c. Type of materials: . ■ ~ — — 

d. Other: __________—_——— — — ■ — ~" 

29 Do you gather statistics of ILL on government documents? yes. 

If yea. please furnish any statistics available. 

30. Describe other policy and/or problems with ILL: ^ 



no. 



no. 



r 
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FART V - REFgR gl«:B ASSISTANCE * 

32. In a draft reviB-.oa dated April 1973 of tha Itl^tructipna to DsEOSltorjr 

Libr aries , the Superintendent of Documentc proposed that a representative 
from the designated Regional Depository is ejlEected to make periodic ylaltfl 
to various depository libraries in the State or region in" order that tney 
may be familiar with the operations of the depository libraries which they 
serve". How many depositories in your region has a library representative 
visited since becoming a regional? « ^ 

33. HOW many depositories has a regional library representative visited during 

the pist two years: within a 25 mile radius? 26-50 mile radius? 

51-100 mile radius: 101-150 mile radius? over 150 miles? 

34. Do »ou bell4ve that regional depositories should be required to make such 

visits without being provided financial support from the federal govern- 



ment? yes. no. Cooment: 



35. The AU Ad Hoc Comnittes on the Depository Library System has reconoended 

that regional depositorifls "chould ass-jme the responsibility for conducting 
periodic Incpeci-.ion of depository libraries in their areas to Insure com- 
pliance with national standards". If financial support Is furnished by 
the federal government, do you favor transfer of responsibility for In- 
spection of depository libraries from the Superintendent of Documents to 

regional depositories to insure compliance with the law? ya«. no. 

CoBsnent . — " 

36. Do you favor establishment of national standards for d^P^^^tory libraries 

' yag. no. If yes, please check Items you feel should be Included 

in such standards. ^ , . 
a. Number of personnel. b. Qualifications of documents personnel. 

c. Minimum nmnber of Items selected. 

d. Llst(8) of specific required Items for all depositories. 

3^ e. Other (describe): . — — — ~ 

37. If you favor aeUctlon of minimum percentage of Items to retain depository 

status, recommend minimum Is: ^10%; ^207.; ^257.; other _% 

38 If retention of depository status Is contingent upon an evaluation of the 

items selected and maintained by a depository, Indicate who should make 
this evaluation? regional. ^state library agency. ^GPO. 

39 Have you conducted or sponsored any workshops, seminars, conference, or 

similar events for the depositories In your region during the past two 

years? yes. no. If yes, please Indicate date(s), places, types 

of even^TTnumb'^Tof participants, etc. If available, please furnish 
copies of announcements, schedules, proceedings, other documents. 



40. Do you provide assistance to selective depositories In selection of Items? 
^ yen. no. If yes, please describe type of assistance provided: 



ERIC 
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41. Do you feel the intent of the Depository Ubrary Act of 1962 U for the 

regional libraries to provide assistance to; 
^ a. Depository libraries only in the region. 
b* All libraries in the area served by the regional, 

42. What other reference assistance do you feel regional libraries should be 

expected to furnish in accordance with the law? ^ 



PART VT - FEDKRAL SUPPORT 

43- What percent of the available items did your depository ^elect before 
becoming a regional: 1 

44. If you were not a regional, what items (or types of items) would you not 
select 



What items (or types of items) would you^ discard? 



45. Since becoming a regional have you increased the number of copies available 

(by purchase or request to agencies for hard copy, or backup microform 
copy) in order to provide ILL service to other depositories? _yes* _no. 
Coiiinent: — — — 

46. Have you attempted Vo fill gaps in your collections which you might not 

otherwise have do le? yes. no. Comment: ^^^^^^ 



47 What additional resources have you added, or expend-d due to designation 
of your library as a regional (and not due to expansion of depository 
items available, and/or normal growth of the collection)? 



a. Personnel: ^ . 

b. Shelf/Stack space: 

c. Office space: 

d. Collection: . 



e. ILL services: 

f. Disposal services: 

g. Reference services: 



PART VII - SPECIAL 



48^ Please describe the division of responsibility between your depository 
and the other regional depository in the state: ^ ^ — 



49, Please describe the services you provide to the federal libraries in 
your region which aire depositories: , . ^ ^ , ^ ^ 
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APPENDIX B 

' INgrRPCnONS to PEPOSITORy MA^IES , Rgvisod Juljr 1224: 

Section 1 . General Information Conceniing YoTir Depository Status. 

*** ^yjoc regional depository receives everything. Depend upon 
them for seldom used items. *** 

Section 2 . Regional Depositories. 

Libraries designated to he Regional Depositories 
desi^tSfdepositoSes, and signiftr their interest to be a3signated a 

^^^Signation as a Regional Depository ^^^^g,? 
the libraSTauthority of the State, the Commonwealth of Puerto Ri°°» °' 
Virgin Islands. A U.S. Senator, the Resident Comnissioner in the 
, S^er?o m';, or the Governor in the case of the Virgin Islands, 

wmake the designation, / L , i^^^^^ 

in addition to fulfilling the requirement stor regular depositories, 
regional depositories must receive and retain a^ least °£^2ii 
GoSmment iublicationrSi:de available to dfP°°i*°^i««^^^J Sse 
toiy Library Program either in printed or microform copy (except those 
luSori^STto S^carded by the Superintendent of I^ocuments). 

Within the region they serve, designated ^S^°^^/S°.?^Sd de- 
must provide interlibrary loan and reference service to designated de- 
^tory Z non-depository libraries. They must also «f^^^f ^ 

Sn-FeSral libraries in the disposal of unwanted Government publica- 

tions as provided by law. ... j. ^^i-t- 

The Depository Act authorizes Regional DepositoK.es to peimit 
selecU^ nonSedSal depository libraries within the area or areas 
ser^d ^ ?hin, to dispose of Government publications whxch have been 

SSnef for'i lea^ five y._^s. However, the I^fj°"S„f ^J^i^f eels 
gsSrto-i?a^ ii"iiS:s8Xon for disposal of any publication that it feels 
So^d be kept by one of its depositories for a longer period f ti^e. 
Snal depositaries in concurrence with the Superintendent of 3Jcu- 
meSs^ly P^pare guidelines and issue any special instructions ^ch 
?hS deem necessary for the efficient operation of depositories within 
thSr jurisdiction and which will enable the library to better feerve 
the needs of the coiranunity where it is 8it\iated. 

upon request for permission for disposal of P^^l^^^^f f ' /Jj^ 
regional library should ask the depository to prepare a list of the 
^Sications, showing the current item ^gS^'io 
?endent of Documents number, and approximate extent of the holdings to 
brSsposed of. Copies of these lists should be forwarded to the Li- 
LSTifisiS^ Sup^rintendeo^t of Documents in order to ind^-te on our 
records that the Ubraries concerned no longer have the documents. 
Snce as a Regional Depository you are responsible for interlibrary 
IbSiVvZ LT^T to check the lists for any publications which may 
be missing from your own collection. v. v 4» 4.„,«+«,i 

selective non-Federal depository libraries should be ^structed 
that disposition of, unwanted Government documents should be made in the 
following prescribed manner. Publications should be first offered to 
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ntw dftDositoiy libraries in the State or States, then to Bome other 
SSLjTrldStiJnSlnatitution in ^^^J vicinity ora«a^ would 
bi to a«k« them available to the public and to vhich 
^J^VJe^. miin^ to find «xch a «oipientafter reasonable 
efSrt, they may be diapoaed of in any appropriate manner. However,ir. 
iS^epoStion ahould take the form of sale, either 'ae 
^e or'L^te paper, the proceeds with a letter of explanation ^ould^ 
be sent to the Superintendent of ])oc'jment8 since all depository puoxi 
cations remain the property of the United recular 
Regional Deposi-tories also have the authority to instruct regular 
deposSSy librakes regarding the disposal of P^^^^i^^lons 
thriibrSy decides to relinquish its depository l^^^^^ 
posal should be made in the same afore-mentioned manner, ^^^^ 
pository libraries may keep any publicationo they decire >dien the 

'^^irfs ^rpitt'tSt^'rlntendent of Documents to notify the 
^gloLl Seposit^ry^en a new library in the State or States is^^ 
tS^he-of fi<.ial-iist~of -designated^depoflitorle^,^^^^^^^ ^ 

pacity of Regional Depository it is your *° "^IJi^n^ 

new library of your status and give them any necessary ^ 
^^^din«^erlibrary loan, reference, and any other services >diich you 
can nrovide. such as advice on making selections. 

Tlep^^sStative from the designated Regional ^^^^""^f 
make neSodic visits to the various" depository lib-.caries in the State 
^JeSS S oldS that they may be familiar with f ^X'lli^Stv 
SeS of the depository libraries ^^^.^f^.^ *f ! °r^ei^^^^ 

Regional Depository Ubraries have no jurisdiction 
i,->,jHp« irthe various agencies of the Federal Government within the 
i^S^tSei^se^Je! De^Xiy libraries within the -/axious Government 
^S^Ls 2e Sl^n^bS onl7to the Superintendent of Documents. 

Section 5_ , Termination as a Depository Library. 

A detwsitory library has the right ti relinquish the depository 

fied of this decision* ^4 4.^^^ w 

' Ji» Upon termination of the depository Privilege, either by 
request or for a^iae, the library shall request instructions from 
Se WoLl Depositor^ concerning disposition to be made of the 
the ^f^°^i^^^°r;ions on hand. If the library is not served by a 
f£.^tZ ^Somf Wory, instructions .*ould be obtained frora 

the ^P;^^SbS^y°~f -ep permanently certain Publications 
«hlch were- received under the depository program, it '"^yj^" ?° ^ 
SiSwSTmSner. A list of these holdings should be ^^^^^ed to the 
ReSoS^Depository and/or the Superintendent f ?°°r«^^,f^ 
deSsitory library is not served a designated Regional, with an 
S^lSL^s^^ment requesting pemanent retention. Each request 
• bTrS^ewed on an individual basis and the depository library 



vdll be advised. 
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Section 7 » Survey of New Items. ^ 

. *** Regional depositories are not req\a3.red to return item cards 
since they automatically receive all material made available \mder 
the Depository Program. * 

**♦ If your library does not -select the item and the library is 
served by a designated Regional Depository, the regional library should 
be contacted before disposition of the sample copy i>s made. If the 
library is not serviced by a Regional' Depository, then the sample copy 
may be discarded. 

Section 8 . Amendment of Selections. 

*** Many times we receive only a limited number of copies of a 
publication from a department or agency for depository distribution. 
These copies axe sent to all designated Regional Depositories, then 
they are also made available to selective depositories throia^ a 
"special offer" on a first-come, first-served basis. 

Section 11 « Disposition of Depository Publications. 

All depository libraries not served by a designated RegLonal De- 
pository must retain? peimanently~ one copy of all Government publica- 
tions received tbrou^ depository distribution, except superseded 
publications or those issvied later in boimd form or in microcopy 
form. Government publications received thbough sources other than 
the Depository Program may be disposed of in any manner. 

Any publication which is a duplicate copy or has been mqjeraeded 
may be discarded. 

Those received later in bound form and those for which microioxm 
copies have been substituted should be offered first to some other 
depository library in the State, then to some public library, or ed- 
ucational institution in your vicinity or area vihich might find use 
for than. Failing to find such a recipient after reasonable effort, 
you may dispose of them in any appropriate manner, but shoxild such 
disposition take the form oi* sale, either as secondhand books ^ 
waste paper, the proceeds with a letter of explanation should be sent 
to the Library Division, Superintendent of Documents, as all depository- 
publications remain the property of the United States Government. 

Depository libraries within executive departments and independent 
agencies may dispose of unwanted publications received under the De- 
pository Program, after first offering them to the Library of Congress 
and the National Archives. 

Depository libraries within the State Appellate Courts may diapoae 
of unwanted Government publications after offering them to the design 
nated Regional Depository Library serving the State. If the State is 
not served by a designated Regional Depository, publications should be 
offered to the State Librarian. 

Depository libraries which are served by a designated Regional 
Depository may dispose of any publications which they have retained at 
least five years, after obtaining permission and receiving instructions 
for such disposition from the Regional Depository which has been desig- 
nated to serve the area. (See Section 2, paragraphs 5, 6, and 7 for 
additional information). **♦ 
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Below are listed bo^ of the typee of material >Mch may be disposed 

^'l^^BSiy'n^^e-lonal Record, after bound voltes are received. 

2 SXiTTlavBT after bound Statutes at Large are received. 

I: SvLl^ S^ate bills and resolutions, one year after the 
adjotimwnt of Congresa. , ^ ^ ^aoiiAfl such aa Supple- 

and only after cumulation is received. 

5. Any publication upon receipt of a revised edition. _ 

6. pSerfrom looseleaf publications that are replaced by new pages. 

7. separates, upon receipt of final bound volumes. 

8. Senate and House reports and documents upon receipt of the serial 

^"9. Ti^rand indexes of publications of various ^-J^' Jg^^.T'"' 
of cc^p?e?e new editions. (e.g. lik cf P^^J;"^*i°"^°l *f ^fg^Lte 
Mines, indexes of Congressional committee ^^^^ may 

Library, etc.). Small spot lists, ^^n .^'^vfrorSSr tim^ 

be discarded at the end ,of six months or when they nave j.oso 

o* biennial publications of J J*^*^,^^^!S^ftSh as 
merely revise figures or information bri"f "Xc Son receipt 
index of Spe-cifications and Standards, ^i^t Lists, ^ ^uStioL 
of a new issue. This permission does not to g^/^^j, .^^ers 

ouch as annual reports of departments and a«e««^^3»^^^,°i»77-. 
Sf a^ivities of'the organization for a specific ^^°^°J,^^service 

11. Material >diich has an expiring effect date, f^^*', ^ ^eed 
ex^^ion announcements. On such material only the latest issues 

'''lat'Iir publication which i« superseded by another which is stated 

^^cSn^'ort^HZf rf-Representatives upon ^^Xe^UlT 
iss^;. HoSever, the Monday issues contain - f ^.^Sd be 

issues do not. The final issue of each «««^°?,°£^J2Sd^e this 
kept. All issues of the Senate Calendar must be retained since x 
publication is not cumulative . 

section 12 . Substitution of Microcopies for Depository Publications, 
permission is granted to, ell designated d^°«itories to s^^^i^ute 

xerocopies for holdings of^.S.^^e^^ '^""^.^'T.^r^^ 
the microcopies axe properly ^^^renced, c^ b f^^^ ^ ^igo -fae 
are easily accessible to users. Proper ^f^, ^^Y^^^f f^^^e original, 
available for whichever type of microcopy is substituted 

Documents with annotations as to action taken. 
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Report of tii« 
Ad Hoc Coonittee oo the Dspcsilory Library System 

The AU Ad Hoc CooBilttee on the Depository Library Syttem 
recofatnends that: 

t 

X. To Insure that all cltlsena have optitnal access to Infetnatlon 
publUhed by the federal goveroBent, the preeent depository 
«y»tMB should be strengthened and expanded Into a comprehensive networic 
of local end reglonel depositories, with a national depository agency 
at the head of the system. 

2. The national depository agency should provide complete W^"^?***-*^ 
information on all publications produced at the expense of the 
government. These bibliographic data should be made available to the 
depository library networki^ to/ libraries in general, and to any otner 



reglonel or national library ^etvork 

i. "Publications" shall be defined as all print and non-print docu- 
ments produced at the expense of the federal government, regardless ot 
format, method of reproduction, or source. These doct^ients .7hail 
Include, but not ba limited to, printed documents, elides, 
machine-readable date files, recordings, maps, audiotapes and vweota^ — 

^. A comprehensive and historical collection of federal publications 
should be maintained by the national depository agency «» a permanent 
archive f or refeteoce and photocopy services for depository libraries 
&nd for the general public. 

^. A permanent Council on Depository Libraries should be established 
to consult with the national depository agency on all aspects of the 
depository library system. The Council should Include documents 
librarians, federal printing officials, and representatives of library 
associations and of the federal library community. 

6. The national depository agency. In conjunction with the Council 
on Depository Ubrarles, should be authcrlted to designate additional 
depositories based on each library's demonstrated need and ability to 
meet national depository standards. Before a library could achieve 
depository status In this matter. It must obtain the approval of the 
regional depository library and the appropriate state library agency. 
Present provisions for deslgnatlug depository status would not be 
affected. 
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i: National standards of performance! which all depository libraries 
oust meet to obtain or continue depositary status should be established 
by the Council on Depository Libraries and administered by the national 
depository agency. 

8. /Regional depositories should continue to be charged with (a) receiving 
and^retaining at least one copy of all federal government publications 
ma^fe svailable to depositories, a=d (b) providing local deposii^ry librar- 
ies with interlibrary loan service, reference t^ervice, and assistance 

in the disposal" of unwanted documents. In addition, regional depository 
libraries should assume the responsibility for conducting periodic 
inspection of depository libraries in their areas to insure compliance 
with national standards and should provide advisory services and training 
programs to local depository libraries requesting them. 

In order to carry out their responsibilities, regional depositories 
should be provided with federal funds, on a formula bases, which should 
include Such factors as number of libraries in the region, types of 
libraries In the region, distances involved, and actual dollars ex- 
pended in performing legal responsibilities. 

9. Depository libraries should he-offered, at the expense of the 
federal goverhment, the followlngi 

a. All publications as defined in #3 above. Exceptions shouir 
include: (1) security cl»?slried documeirfs (available when declasalf led) 
and (2) publications produced foV obvious internal office use. An 
option should be given to depository libraries to receive documents in 
paper or microform, where publications arc available in both forms. 

b. Reference tools, including adequate indexes designed to be used 
with federal documents. These should include quasi-official and conmer- 
cial publications essential to .the operation of a depository library. 
The selection of the tools should be made by the depositories from a 
list compiled by the national depository agency in conjunction with the 

-Council of Depository Libraries. 

c. Equipment needed to insure easy and efficient access to publica- 
tions in microform. 

10. Adequate guidelines should be established by the national depository 
agency in conjunction with the Council to govern the provision of items 
to be offered to depository libraries. 

11. The national depository agency should also handle the distribution 
^U.S. government publications to other countries which provide sets 
of their documents to the Library of Congress on an exchange basis. 



C-3 



12. Th« Amarlcaa Ubrmry Association should transmit this report to 
the National Cotmission on Libraries and Information Science. 



The AU Ad Hoc Coimittee on the Depository Library System consisting 
of representation from Council and four unito (ACRL Lnw and Political 
Science Section, the Interdivisional Consraittee on Public Documents, the 
Government Documents Round Table, and the Legislation Consaittee) reccmaends 
that it be continued by the ALA Council to serve as a working committee to 
further develop the implementation of these proposals. 



Ad Hoc Comnittee liambers 

Joyce Ball 
C. Edwin Dowlin 
Nathan R. Einhorn 
Judy Fair 
Dan F. Henke 
Bernadine Hoduski 
Mfcirilyn A. Lester 
Lois Mills 

Ralph E. McCoy, Ch>^irman 
7 July 1974 
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RecoomAndatlont o£ the 
Lcgltlatloa CoBnittec oa the 
Report o£ the Ad Hoc CoMiittee on the Depository Ubrary Sy«t«n 

t 

The LegialatioQ CoBoittee has reviewed the attached report of the 
Ad Hoc CoMftittee on the Depository Library Systeai and agrees with the 
statement as incorporating the principles of much-needed reform iA the 
federal depository system. 

The legislation Coinnittee recognizes the extreme complexity of 
the problems of the depository system and recommends that the Ad Hoc 
Consnittee be continued and given the following assignments: 

1. developing and collecting comprehensive data on the 
existing depository system to substantiate the need 
for change 

2. developing an estimate of costs for implementing the 
changes reconnended 

3. analysing the data collected and recommending specific 
changes in existing statutes as a basis for legislative 
action 

A. communicating with othar units of AlA, including the 

state chapter8,to enlist their ideas and aid in support 
of an improved depository system as outlined in the 
report of the Ad Hoc Committee. 

The Legislation Cotnoittee further recoranends that the Ad Hoc 
Committee report to the Legislation Committee on its progress in 
accomplishing the tasks specified above. 



11 July 1974 

V 
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APPENDIX D 



mU.TED STATES GOVEEttlMEINT PRINTING OFFICE 
DIVISION OP PUBLIC DOCOMEHJTS 
Vashic^on, D.C. 

June 2, 1955 



TO ALL DEPtJSITORr LIBRfHiliS IN THE STATE OP \flLSCONSIN 

Recent legislation enacted by the State of Wiscouain provides for 
the establishment and operation of a central state depository and 
loan collection of Federal docranents for the benefit of the State 
Univ«r8ity, the State Law Library, the State Colleges, and such other 
college, depository and public libraries in the State as may from time 
to time particiT)ate in this depository program. The central depository 
and loan collection will be located in Madison, the State Capital, and 
the present collections of the State Historical Society and thp Univer- 
sity of Wisconsin will form the nucleus of the central collection. 

It is anticipated that this plan will provide a central source 
within the ntate of Wisconsin from *Mch participating libraries can 
obtain on loan the less-uaed Govemmeii* documents in the depository 
aeries and that the depository libraries in Wisconsin will, as a resjux, 
be able to make a considerable reduction in the number of items vdiicn 
it has been necessary for them to select heretofore under the deposi- 
tory privilege. j 

It will be possible for participating depository librarie^o 
obtain pennission from this Office to make a general transfer to tne 
central collection of all depository documents in xheir collections 
vhich are more than twenty-five years old. The granting of permission 
for this disposition is contingent upon the deletion from the deposi- 
tory selection of a substantial number of the items vdiich the li*'^ 
iea are now selecting. Requests to dispose of all depository documents 
more than 25 years old should be sutaitted to this Office with requests 
for amendment of tht, depository selections. The documents to be dis- 
posed of need not be specifically listed in this case. 

In unusual instances, a depository may receive permission from 
this Office to transfer to the central collection a Government docu- 
ment less than 25 years old, if such document is little used and un- 
wanted by the library which has selected it. Permission foryhia 
disposition will not be granted unless the depository has :^uestea 
the deletion from its depository selection of the item number under 
which the publication in question was distributed to depository li- 
braries and request for the disposition of documents in this category 
must list the specific documents in qviestion. 
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Attention is invited to the fact that all publications distributed 
by this Office under the depository privilege remain the property of 
the United States Government. Duplicate copies of depository publica- 
tions transferred to the central collection and not needed there may he 
disposed of by the central collection by gift to s«ne other library or 
institution, or otherwise as desired. In the event, however, that this 
disposition takes the form of sale, the proceeds thereof must be turned 
over to this Office accompanied by a letter of explanation in order 
that they can be deposited in the U.S. Treasury. Hhe same requirement 
is applicable to individual depository libraries vhich have received 
permission to dispose of a document vdiich is not desired by the central 
collection. 

It is hoped that these exceptions to the depository regulations, 
lAdch are applicable only to depository libraries in t>e-State of 
Wisconsin vMch are participating in the jro^ram of "the central loan 
collection, will be a means of^reli^eviYig some of the critical space 
problems and other difficulties which those libraries are now faced. 



s/Roy B. Eastin 
t/ROY B. EASTIN 
Superintendent of Documents 
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WVm STA3BS GOVBRSMaiT PBIOTING OmCE 
DIVISION 0? PUBLIC IXXJOMEMTS 
Waahlngton 25, D.C 



February 15. 1956 



TO ILL DEPOSITOIff LIBRABIES IN THE STATE OP NEW YORK 
(exoluaive of New Yojk City) 

The New Yoric State Ubrary at Albany has proposed acting 

U S%«n Moeew tor th«. to ..Let h,«tofo« under th» depo=i- 
tory privilege. 

T+ «<n Tioflaible for participating depository libraries to 

State Library in this effort. 

Tlx unusual instances, a depository may receive pemission 

document lesa tnan ^wenxy-xxvc ^ . , PGimission for 

used and unwanted by the Library vMch has ^^l^"' ^^^^°^^ed 

iS tS^ cSoi;^ list the apeoifio documents in auestxon. 
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February 15t 195^ 



Attention is invited to the fact that all publications dis- 
tributed by this Office under the depository: privilege, remain the prop- 
erty of the U.S. Government. Duplicate copies of depository pablioa- 
tions transferred to the Central collection and not needed there may be 
disposed of by the central collection by gift to some other library or 
institution, or othervdse as desired. In the event, bovever, that this 
disposition takes the form of sale, either as publications or as waste 
paper, the proceeds thereof must be turned >ver to this Office accom- 
panied by a letter of explanation in order that they can be deposited 
in the U.S. Treasury. The same reqirLoBment is applicable to individual 
depository libraries >*ich have recei-wd permission to dispose of a 
publication *diich is not desired by tBg. central collection. 

It is hoped that these exceptions to the depository regula- 
tions, which are applicable only to depository libraries in the State of 
New York >diich are participating in the program of the centaJal loan 
collection, wiU be a means of relieving s«ne of the critical space 
problems and other difficulties with which those libraries are now 
facjed. ^ 

s/Carper W. Buckley 
t/CAHPER W. BUCKLEY 
Svg>erintendent of Documents 
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UNITED SPATES GOVEHHMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
DIVISION OP PUBLIC DOCJUMEaWS 



November 7^ 1962 

Special 'Instmctlons to Re^onal Dewgltcrles 
Disposition of Publications by Depositories 



Depository libraries served by regional depositories have the 
ri^t to request your permission to dispose of depository publications 
which they have kept for five years^ Upon request for such peisnission 
we suggest you ask for a list of the publications showing the current 
itaa number, series title, and approximate extent of the holdings for 
>daich permission is reqoiested. You may want to check the lists for 
any materials missing from your own collection or to help other librar- 
ies fill in voids. 

We would appreciate your forwarding these lists (or a copy of 
them) to this Office so that we may marie o\ir records to show that the 
libraries concerned no longer have these materials* This will be help- 
ful in referring requests^or out-of-print publications as we often 
Ibefer such requests to the nearest depository library which our records 
show received them. 

In the actual disposition of other than ephemeral publications 
we axoggest you instruct them along the following lines: 

That the publications be offered to some other public library 
or educational institution in their vicinity which would be able to 
make them available to the public and to yhxch they mi^t refer requests 
for thsir use. Failing to find such a taker after reasonable effort 
they may dispose of them in any appropriate manner but sliould such dis- 
position take the form of sale, either as secondhand books or as waste 
paper, the proceeds with a letter of explanation should be sent to this 
Office as all depository publications remain the property of the United 
States Government ♦ 



s/Carper W. Buckley 
t/CARPER BOCKLEY 
Superintendent of Documents 
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BEGIOML DEPOSlT Ogy LIBRARIES WITH MTO OP lESKaJATIO N 

AliABAMA-Univeraity of Alabama, Tuscaloosa (May 10, 19^5) 
AEIZONA-Arizona State Ubrary, Phoenix (January 22, 1964) 

-University of Ariaona, Tucson (January ITt 1964) ' 
CAUPOHNIA-Califomla State Libraiy, Sacramento (October 5, 196^) 
COLORABO-University of Colorado, Boulde'? (April 1, 1965) 

-Denver Public Library (April 1, 1965) . 
CONNECnCDT-Connecticut State Library, Hartford (September 2b, l<^b^) 
FLORIDA-University of Florida, Gainesville (Janu?jy 24, 1965) 
IBAHO-University of Idaho, Moscow (August 6, 1965) 
ILLINOIS-Illinois State Ubrary, Springfield (March 8, 1965) 
niDIANA-Indiana State Library, Indianapolis (Jvly 50, 1965) 
lOWA-University of Iowa, Iowa City (July 25, 1965) 
KEWroCKY-Itoiveraity of Kentucky, Lexington (February 14, 
LODlSlANA^^ouisiana State. University, Baton Rouge (February 26, 19^4) 

-Louisiana Tech University, Rustou (February 25. 1964) 
M&INE-University of Maine, Orono (December 5, 1965) 

NOTE: also serves depositories in NEW HAMPSHIHE and VERMONT 
M&BILAND-U-iiversity of Maryland, College Paric (June 29, 1965) 
MASSACHUSEl'fS-Boston Public Library (June 16, 1971) t.v^^ 
NOTE: formerly served by Massachusetts State Library 
HICHIGAN-Michigan State LibKUcy, Lansing (January 51, 1964) 

-Detroit Public Library (April 22, 1964) 
MINHESOTA-University of Minnesota, Minneapolis (May 2, 1965) 
MONTANA-University of Montana, Missoula (January 6, 1965) 
NEBRASKA-Hebraska Publications Clearinfi^ouse, Lincoln {JMLy 8, 19 f4; 
HEVADA-University of Nevada, Reno (March 5, 1965) 
'<IEW JERSBy-Newaik PubUc Library (October 5I, 19^5) 
ksw MEnCO-New Mexico StateLibrary, Santa Fe (October 9, 1962; 

-University of New Mexico, Albuquerque (December 28, 19b 0 
YORK-New York State Library, Albany (November 14, 1965) 
NOREH CARDLINA-Uhiversity of North Carolina, Cnapel Hill U^' 20,1965) 
NORTH BAKOTA-North Dakota State University, Fargo (Iferch 5, 1969) 

ITOTE: in cooperation with University of North Dakota, Grand Forks 
OHIO-Ohio State Library, Columbus (September 25, 1962) 
OKLAHOMA-Oklahoma State Library, Oklahoma City (December 18, 1962; 
OREGON-Portland State University, Portland (March 7, 1972) 
PENNSYLVANIA-State Library of Pennsylvania, Harrisburg (Aug. 15, 1968J 
TEXAS-Texas State Ubrary, Austin (February 21, 1965) 

-Texas Tech University, Lubbock (February 21, 1965) 
TJTAH-Utah State University, Logan (May 9, 1965) 
VIEGINU-University of Virginia, Charlottesville (August 1, 1969) 
WiSHINGTON-Waahin^on State Library, Olympia (May 10, 1965) 
WEST VIRGIHIA-West Virginia: Universxcy, J^rgantown (Jan. 28, 1964; 
VasCONSIN-Milwaukee Public Library (ApriX 9, 1965) 

-State Historical Society, Madispn (October 9f 1962; 

NOTE: iii cooperation with Uniyersity of Wisconsin,Madison 
momUGJ^amins State Library, Cheyenne (August 7t 1974) 

NOTE: served by Denver Public Ubrary from 1972-19 f4 



H-1 
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HEGIOKAL DBPOSITORT LIBRAIg SDRVESf fflESTIONHAIHE REPOMSES 



^University of Alabama 
Arizoi^ State Libraiy 
*Uiiive»lty of Arizona 
California State Library 
Denver Public Library 
«nniveraity of Colorado 
Connecticut State Library 
TJtoiveraity of Florida 
♦University of Idaho 
♦Illinois State Library 
iTv^jftrtA state Library 
♦University of Iowa 
University of Kentucky 
Louisiana State University 
Louisiana Tech University 
University of Maryland 
Boston Public Libraiy 
♦Michigan State Library 
Detroit Public Libra3:y 
♦University of Minnesota 
♦Utiiversify of Montana 
University of Nevada 
Kewaric Public Libraxy 
University of New Mexico 
Hew Mexico State Library 
♦diversity of North Carolina 
♦North Dakota State University 
♦Ohio State Libraiy 
♦State Library of^ Pennsylvania 
Texas State Library 
Teacaa Tech Tfoiversity 
♦University of Virginia 
Wisconsin State Historical Society 
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♦participating in GPO Micropublishin« Pilot Project; 
also the following non-regional depository libraries: 

University of California at Los AngeleB 
Pennsylvania State University, University Park 
University of Northern Colorado, Greyly 
Indiana-Piirdue University Rex^onal C/Jtmpua Library, 

Port Wayne 
Northeastern University, Boston, Mass. 
Geauga County Public Libraiy, Chardon, Ohio 
Stanford University, Palo Alto, Calif* 
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APPENDIX J - COMMENTS m M ^ 

14. other cooments on retention policy or GPC^crofom program: 

-We do not have the money or staff to operate readers on a large scale 

Scrofoims and hard copy of the same title. We need ^^^^PJ 
^™;t use and for circulation vhen d&nand is heavy. After demand 
^'iess^d we would dispose of the/ard copy and 
-would definitely like option of getti^me ^^^^^^J^^^^^^K^ 
and getting microfiche for pennanent storage. Would ease circulation 
Sd ftoTO^ problems. Especially helpful for S^^^f^^P^^"'^^"^" 
Slch wemst kee^ hut get little use after current need is gone. 
• -Havf clarification on time of distribution .^^^ll^ll^''^^,^ 
-Wfe do not have microform program yet. Some nlcropnnt °°Pijf 

Se^a set were obtained to fill in the gaps. We do not have a separ- 
Sf To^e extensive purchases. The only items we purchase 

-W^d lLrrs:ett» 'ir^ll"^ T^.^^ to regional deposi-^--. 

-Wo^ iLf S^S^^^^&SS; in hard copy and other volumes 

in microfiche. SaJne is true of similar items. 
-Heed hard copy for regional use. 
-Prefer to keep paper copy.* 

^ should offer free copy for backfile microfonn substitution. 
-Wfl retain, all pubUcations in hard copy, 

S^^ilt^l^rS co.t of pnSrOttt, for .ach ^ «* 

-we «S^i%«P W tord cow at ai: that had ^.n roplacd 

microform^ , , ^ *j j.z^^ 

-GPO microform program is a step in the ri^t directi^. 
IJould like to replace considerably more vdth miciofouns, but It is 

-We'S^?hr;ain resource for small Ubraries throughout the state. 

do not have readers,are not likely to for ^^^i^^ed 
-I have virtually no use for the current program. It is poorly concieved 

and I have complained to GPO. _ ^+oin the 

-If the choice is either microform or hard copy ve will retain the 

stitutes. We uld like more things in microfiche, ^t need publi 
•^tions in hL .opy for current usage, and we cannot affoid to buy 

the fiche additionally. +v«oo n.»TH#»fl which 

-As we are a regional, we chose very few. basically those series wnica 
liu5 use. When program begins, we may change our mind. 
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APPENDIX K - COMMENTS ON QUEgTION 1^ 

19. Bo YOU favor exchange of discard lists among regionals? Comment i 

-It is too much work to compile the lists with our limited staff and 
funds. If there shoxad be Federal financial support to regionals, 
this would be one of the tasks that could be done. ^ 

-My only regret is not being able to circulate other lists to my state s 
depositories. The chief reason being tliat the lists are usually not 
copy-able. So I forward my copy (after I'm done vdth it) to the li- 
brary that I know is mor« zealous about obtaining retrospective docs. 

-Begioi^als have the responsibility of maintaining the most complete col- 
lection possible. It is entirely possi.ble for libraries in one region 
to have surplus of some which another regional has been unable to 
procuxs. Therefore an exchange between regionals could help fill 
gaps in each other's collections. 

-No library would discard the kinds of publications which we need. 

-Usually selective depositories do not have the money or time to send 
- either the lists or shipments out-of-state. Also, there are enou^ 
new selective depositories to take care of most of the discards of 
older libraries in our area. 

-They are the libraries most likely to want duplicates of older documents. 

-It would be helpful in filling in gaps. 

-Good method of completing retrospective collections. 

-Nice, but don't know if time available to compile intelligent organized 

lists. , . -, i 

-It takes staff- clerical help. We do not have these in or^er to con- 
tribute ovr share in such a program. 
-We don't even have the time or staff to check discard lists sent by 
out-of-state depositories and I suspect other regionals couldn t 
cope either. 

-I think it would also help us- to have a standardized format. 

-This probably would not benefit us since the publications we need are 
very old and not likely to turn up on discard lists. 

-Not on a wholesale basis. Too time consuming on both ends. I do feel 
a need for coordination on a national or regional basis of exchange 
liats. We distribute o\ir durf-icate lists outside the state? it is 
extremely time consuming although response seems to justify it, If 
U.S. Book Exchange could be persuaded to list documents by SuBocs 
class number would this be a possible means of expediting exchange? 

-Cost heavy, but would add nsme if asked. I do not consi-der blanket 
distribution worthwhile. Libraries with "integrated collections' 
cannot check lists easily. This is a strong reason for using SuBocs 
numbers at regionals. Best success vfith post World War II large 
•universities which use SuBocs numbers. 

-I believe it's more important for regionals to service that state's 
needs than to help regionals and others in same state with dupli- 
cates. It would be valuable to have regionals in as many states as 
possible with as comprehensive collections as possible. / 
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A PPEtrPIX L - COMMENTS ON Q.P ESTION 25 
25* Describe other policy and/or problems regarding disposal: 

-Most libraries send \is their unwanted iteas (at their expense) and 

we try to find an appropriate home for the doctmientB* 
-Very few libraries in oiir region seem to discard things worth the time 

it takes to process the lists# 
-Very time consuming to check lists. We are currently short of staff. 

We don't have anyone to actually check our shelves to see if our 

holdings reflect reality. 
-We recently had to take 250 volumes of Patent Office specifications 

from the Public Library to supplement our holdings. Finding 

room for them will be difficult to say the least. have many 

similar items we have had to accept - still in boxes. No staff to 

unpack or add to our collection. 
-Five year retention period may be longer than necessary. It should be 

waived if the library is no loiWr receiving the items. 
-Urge selective depositories to cirf down acqtiisitions to suit their 

needs and ability to maintain./ 
-In addition to disposal list we/ add to it all "duplicates" we as a 

regional receive. We take any U.S. docments any non-depository 

library wants to discard en^ add to our list, as well as state 

documents. 

-Maintain master copies of all weeding lists sutoitted* 
-People tend to forget to refund postage. 

-On occasion we handler the return of documents to Washington. 
-We are the only non^^academic depository in the state other than the 
Supreme Court Library, so normally the universities contact each 
other when disposal of documents is necessaryo 
-Do not have enou^ staff for prop-^r handling of disposal policy. 
-Problem with selective depositories remembering what to do with 

disposal. Some forget to clear with us', or do not notify us ^iii 

sifter they already sent their list out. 
-The In structions to Depository Libraries are not clear in Section 11 • 
-Unwanted federal documents left after all requests are filled are sent 

to the U.S, Book Exchange, if desired by that institution. 
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APPEf^ M - COMMENTS ON ftllF.gri Oy ^0 
50. Describe other policy and/or problems with ILL: 

Sinoe we are a fairly, new depository, we do not have the older documents 
'TovTe S^uLt ILL. ?he State Library has a large documents col- 

lection and the public libraries all go to them at fjf^- . 
-Wbrat problem is L^arbled. incorrect citations, incomplete citations, 

etc., requiring Iqts of time to straighten them out. 

-Borrowing and lending microform. „a+o-riftl which is in 

-Many times ILL Office receives a request for material J;« 
^e Documents Section but which they fail to recognize as document 

-Ob?^'iSf documents that are not depository items on interlibrary loan.. 

ZZVAll as beii a doc^ent. 

llSf ^^bUc l^^eslf^ol always follow the -strictions placed 
on d^umentB circulation. Lost items usually were replaced throu^ 

.^eZXe^^oo.e directly to I^cuments Department ^ phone o. 
letter. Public libraries are expected to route t^eir requests to 
the ILL Office throu^ the State Lib^. Academic and business 
libraries may request directly from ILL Office. M 
-Documents Section gets many odd subject requests. , f^^^se 
have material for good promotion of documents, ^ould like to^impose 
stricter req^rement for interlibrary loan of serial f * TfJ^^^'ve 
-The question of circulation of basic ^^^^"f.f *^i!„^,^!?''i^^;.e 
feel we must have them for use, and some o^^^e patrons 
public and academic libraries cannot get into the city. This prob- 
lem is aggravated in large and sparsely PoP^^ted states. 
-Sketchy iSoimation on author and title requests. li the "22*^ 
citalog listed more of the output of government agencies it would 
•hp panle-r for libraries to verify requests. , ^ ^i. 

-Il^'omce is "ery =hort-rtaffed. and we often l-vj tolend th^ a 
student assistant or likraw assistant. They, naturally, have 
priority. 
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N. - COMMENTS ON 321§25Pil H 

54. Do you believe that regional depositories should be 2^fSHi^ make 
such visits without being provided finaiicial s^^ppoi'c ^roQ the 
federal government? Yes No . ConHDent: 

-Yes. However, financial help would ^^^il^^-^!,*^"' 

busy here. .It is hard to find time to do this sort of thing, we 

would like to make more of it. v + +1,0 r,ea7¥>c,t is 62 

-Not feasible. We have only eight depositories, but t^^^'^^^^^f " ''^^ 

miles away and the average distaiice is 220 miles. GPO would have 

subsidize. Good idea, though; and we try to visit them when a library 

meeting is at the same location. ,, ^ . nf 

-By law (at least originally) t>ds is the 30b °^^h^ Superintendent of 

Documents. Therefore our employer would not fuxr.i^ us. the time or 

money for a project of this kind* 
-Ho, Peel federal support not advisable, belt). 
^Yes, li think financial support fiom the federal 

bit I also be]ieve that the institution which e^ses to be a regional 

depository shoxild accept some of the responsibility. 
-LaL of stSf and money makes this impossible. Financial support 

-I S'kS^wTfihf ^ver^ent will provide support ^^J^^ 
visits are important to the depository system. A regional snoula 

take its responsibilities seriously. and also visit. 

-We do not have sufficient staff to maintain collection f ^Z;.^^,! 
-It puts a financial burden on the Regional in terms o^. -^jn ana x 

money. Regionals receive no privileges not also available to selec 

tives. and accept considerable obligations as it is. 
-Regionlls^ight resist being regionals. ^^t rewards? Some prestige, 

sense of value to library community, etc. 
-Curs is a small state, and it-s not really necessary since I can u^- 
"^'stat^ Sr. I believe larger states should get -^^^^^^^f^^f^ 

travel expenses. But this is not the area I see as most necessary 

-I toow^^n; re^oirement that we make trips. Our library could not 
accept mxch a responsbility. . >,p tipd in 

-Restricted institutional travel budgets rcq-^r= !!.iJn\i;en. 
with other business, thus not always most direct ^^^^y^^b; . 

-Ho travel funds available locally for such visits, and not lH.ely 

-Staff shortages and budget restrictions prohibit. t do 

-Travel funds are very limited and at times almost "on-existent I 
consult frequently over the telephone ^-^^ ^^^^avel 

-It depends on the extent to which these visits would be made Tra/el 
restrictions with state government and personnel time costly, 
the other hand, something should perhaps be returned tne 
privilege for having documents free - and to such an extont. 

-Lack of staff and funds for this purpose. 

-Most visits have been at my own expense. 

-Takes time and money. 

-Our university v/ill not financially support this. 
-No time and/or money. Don't agree. •^„ot,+ 
-Library funds for travel are not sufficient for this 
-oir pSeent staffing level is barely adequate to keep ^^'iftiZ 
workload of riniaiM; a very l.ar'^o ^^.r^tc ao..r.ent.. coUection. 
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APPENDIX 0 - COi mTS qU EgTION H 



do you 
li- 



55, If financial support is furnished by the ^^^^^^^sovernment do 

favor transfer of responsibility for inspection J°^,itoi>A 
braries from the Superintendent of Documents to ^^x^^^^^l^, 
ies to insure compliance w?.th the law? yes no. Coinmen 

-This is too big an undertaking for a Regional Library. ^^^^ 

-As worded this sounds too much like a P°f ^^^^^^f "^r^^.i'^S ^^^^^ 
time, and funds, which will probably always be l""^^^^,^°'Jt 
conclntrated on' consultant and adviso^ ^f/re'r^g^oSf Sposftor- 
shops, preparing training materials, ..i^jfj'^^^e not) then at 
ies are expected to inspect and evaluate (though I hope nox; 

least two conditions should be, met: , +1,^ q+a+P Library 

(1) Approval of depository applications by the State Liorary 

^ould be required to insure that the applicant can handle 
depository status. . 
(•2) Objective standards should be s^t nationally. 
.It is mich moie feasible geographically ^^^^^^^^^^^^^to SbrlSesf 
mi^t cause potential conflicts oi interest between two nor 

-Added staff necessary. +n +hP Suoerintendent 

.Only if wiiform standards, and training of regionals. 
-Yes, if agreeable with emplo3,er. Tibra^ian, not an inspector. 

-GEO should have field coordinatora, f/^^^ij^^HpO should maintain 
-We could get just as much "compliance" as GPO, but bi-u snoui 

its statistics P^^lJ^" ^3 follow the law for regional 

-I am unalterably opposed to ^-^^^i^^^* '^^^^g help to! libraries 
depository libraries and go beyond it ^^f^^ ^^^^^ edso 

that require it. Librarians ^J"^ Ivemment documents, 

doing their duty and giving good service on U,S. go^ ^ .^^^ 

There is no need for an "^^f f SefSvLed depository 
-Allow for a more meaningf-ol relationship. Neea revia« 

standards. , 7Vir>'+ think I should 

-I have no desire to be a Federal Inspector. Don t tninK 

have to be. 

-Assistance, not inspection! o„T,erintendent of Documents, 

the depository is serving ".ocal needs. 
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APPBJBIX P - C0M1ENTS ON QUESTION it2 

42^ What other reference asistance do you feel regional lihraries 
should be expected to furnish in accordai^e with the law? 

-Whatever provides maxinnHn utilizatioAof the documents resources. 
•Answer diffictilt questions not withii^ resources of specific library. 
•Photocopy, reproduction services. 

-I think the regional libraiy should provide any service with federal 
documents that mi^t be needed by the various depositories in the 
region* 

-Interlibrary loan, title searches for patrons and photo-copyi^^* 

-Any they are called upon, provided the local libraiy has exhausted 
its resources. . 

-Vfc have done a union list of items held by depository libraries xn xne 
state so we can refer people to other libraries with requests for 
material tnat is in use at thevJ^time of the request. We believe in 
doing as much as is honanly possible. We like our resources to be 
used, and o\ir services as well. We encourage libraries, other 
depositories, and individuals to make use of us. h nl ^ 

-If the regional depository does not have a specific document, it snouic 
be able to provide verification so that a patron can request it irom 
other sources. 

-We also offer telephone reference service to any client or lioraiy 

calling in for this service. 
-Provide maximum service to all. 
-Telephone reference service * 

-The same reference service given from the regular collection; i;^* 
any assistance within the scope of the collection and availability 
of staff to ser^'^o the local needs. 

-We encourage selective depositories to visit our regional. 

-We lend outside of the state because other depositories do rot have 
as large a collection as we have. 

-Help with finding information not held by a selective depository. 
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